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SUMMARY 


Future  communication  systems  such  as  the  Phase  II  DSCS  will  use 
coherent  phase-shift  keyed  (PSK)  modulation  with  forward  error  control  (FhC  > 
coding  and  will  he  transmitted  at  X-band  frequencies.  Since  coherent  PSK 
systems  using  FFC  are  especially  sensitive  to  signal  spectral  purity  and  since 
spectral  purity  is  directly  proportional  to  the  transmission  frequency,  very 
earetul  system  designs  must  be  used  in  X-band  transmission  systems.  These 
systems  will  require  various  frequency  generation  equipment  such  as  atomic 
standards  fur  long-term  frequency  accuracy,  and  various  combinations  of  crystal 
oscillators,  frequency  synthesizers  and  frequency  multipliers  which  are  necessary 
to  pro\  ide  flexible  transmit  and  receive  frequency  assignments. 

The  ultimate  objective  of  this  effort  is  to  provide  guidance  on  spectral 
purity  requirements  for  the  Phase  II  DSCS  terminals  and  associated  frequency 
generation  equipment. 

In  this  report  we  have  limited  ourselves  to  the  following  immediate 
obi  ectives: 

•  Evaluate  expected  phase  noise  performance  of  various  combinations 
of  existing  modulation  and  terminal  subsystems  operating  in  the 
Phase  II  DSCS. 

•  Use  this  insight  to  generate  methods  for  specification  of  allowable 
phase  noise  as  a  function  of  desired  system  performance. 

To  reach  these  objectives  it  has  been  necessary  to  evaluate  effects  of 
phase  noise  upon  (partially)  coherent  PSK  demodulation  performance  and  therein 
gain  insight  into  the  dynamics  of  system  performance.  It  is  known  that  demodula¬ 
tion  of  coherent  I^K  signals  requires  knowledge  of  the  phase  of  the  original 
(unmodulated)  carrier  waveform.  Estimates  of  carrier  phase  may  be  derived 
from  the  received  signal  by  the  well  known  techniques  of  phase-locked  loop 
(PUT i  theory.  Here  it  is  shown  that  optimum  demodulation  performance  (i.e.  , 


minimum  bit  error  rate  (BER))  in  the  presence  of  phase  noise  and  thermal  noise 
is  obtained  by  optimizing  the  bandwidth  of  the  carrier  tracking  PLL.  Using  this 
technique,  optimum  demodulation  performance  for  BPSK  and  QPSK  systems  is 
derived  for  terminals  conforming  to  phase  noise  specifications  designated  ”modi- 
fied  HT-MT”  which  is  a  modified  version  of  an  early  DSCS  HT-MT  earth  termi¬ 
nal  incidental  FM  specification  (SCA-2080A;  see  also  Figure  4-1  which  appears 
at  the  end  of  this  summary).  Results  obtained  also  include  the  effects  of  rate 
1  2,  constraint  length  7,  convolutional  encoding  with  3  bit,  soft  decision  Yiterbi 
decoding.  *  Two  other  phase  noise  curves  have  also  been  synthesized,  designated 
cesium  II**  and  crystal  II**  (Figure  4-5),  which  are  now  considered  to  be  real¬ 
istic  estimates  of  phase  noise  expected  for  terminal  of  the  Phase  II  DSCS.  Using 
these  three  types  of  terminal  phase  noise  sources  and  convolutional  encoding; 
an  allowable  interval  of  signaling  rates  are  determined  for  BPSK  and  QPSK 
modulation  systems  when  demodulation  losses  due  to  imperfect  carrier  tracking 
are  limited  to  0.2  dB.  Results  are  summarized  in  Table  S-l  (found  at  end  of 
summary’ ). 

Subsystem  Performance  Evaluations 

1.  Using  the  "modified  HT-MT”  phase  noise  specification,  Table  S-l 
shows  that  inadequate  phase  noise  performance  leads  to  both  mini¬ 
mum  and  maximum  signal  rates  even  with  the  use  of  optimized 
phase  estimators  when  using  convolutional  encoding  and  Yiterbi  de¬ 
coding.  However,  with  the  most  recent  estimates  of  phase  noise 
spectral  densities  (cesium  II  and  crystal  D)  expected  for  the  Phase 
II  DSCS  terminals,  the  upper  bound  on  signaling  rate  is  far  greater 
than  the  data  rates  of  interest. 


♦See  note  1. 

**A  roman  numeral  II  has  been  used  here  to  help  differentiate  current  data 
from  that  which  appeared  in  a  prior  memorandum. 


System  performance  has  also  been  determined  for  three  modems 
being  designed  for  the  Phase  II  DSCS  using  frequency  converters 
conforming  to  the  modified  version  of  the  incidental  FM  noise  speci¬ 
fication  SC  A -2  OHO  A  (Figure  4-1),  and  the  synthesized  phase  noise 
data  of  Section  4  (Figure  4 -7  k 

2.  Expected  performance  of  the  Radiation,  Inc.  BPSK  modem  (MI) 

92 1G )  is  summarized  in  Table  S-2. 

3.  Results  for  the  Raytheon,  Inc.  TDMA  are  summarized  in  Tables 
S-3ku  and  (b>  when  the  modem  is  operated  with  a  100  Hz  one-sided 
PLL  noise  bandwidth  and  an  optimized  bandwidth,  respectively. 
Dramatic  improvements  in  system  performance  are  noted  here  for 
a  small  increase  in  system  complexity  caused  by  the  use  of  a  vari¬ 
able  bandwidth  PLL. 

4.  Results  for  the  Magnavox  Research  Laboratory,  Inc.  AN/USC-2* 
spread- spectrum  modem  are  presented  in  detail  in.  ^  In  the  cited 
reference  it  is  shown  that  the  most  critical  performance  require¬ 
ments  on  carrier  phase  estimation  performance  occurred  at  the 
lowest  information  rates,  where  the  phase  noise  of  an  improved  AN 
ASC-18  terminal  would  be  similar  to  that  of  the  synthesized  phase 
noise  (cesium  II  of  Figure  4-7)  expected  for  the  HT-MT  (AN,  MSC-GO* 
and  the  upgraded  MSC-4G  terminals.  Therefore,  at  low  data  rates, 
demodulation  performance  for  the  USC-28  operating  with  the  above 
DSCS  terminals  will  be  similar  to  that  given  in^  when  this  modem 

is  operated  with  the  improved  AN,  ASC-18  terminal.  At  high  frequency 
offsets  from  the  carrier  frequency,  the  synthesized  phase  noise  curve 
(cesium  11  of  Figure  4-7)  will  be  better  than  that  of  the  improved  AN 
ASC-1H;  therefore  at  high  data  rates  performance  of  the  CSC -28  with 
the  HT-MT  or  upgraded  MSC-46  will  be  better  than  that  shown 


S-3 


*2^ 


Phase  Noise  Specification 

A  method  of  generating  specification  on  oscillator  phase  noise  has  been 

devised  based  on  phase  noise  power  in  a  band  specification.  Analysis  reveals 

that  the  shape  of  the  oscillator  phase  noise  spectral  density  is  of  secondare 

importance  to  the  area  under  the  phase  noise  spectral  density  curve  in  the 

region  between  the  tracking  filter  3-dB  bandwidth  (i.e.  #  for  a  PLL  this  quantity 

is  f  )  and  the  3-dB  bandwidth  of  the  demodulator  filter  (for  a  matched  filter 
n 

this  occurs  at  1/2  the  PSK  symbol  rate). 

The  design  specifications  on  phase  noise  power  in  frequency  bands  as  a 
function  of  demodulation  losses  for  systems  with  rate  1/2,  constraint  length  7, 
convolutional  encoding  and  3  bit  soft  decision  Viterbi  decoding  are  summarized 
in  Tables  S-4,  S-5  and  Figure  S-l. 

Based  on  this  method  results  are  presented  in  Tables  S-6  and  S-7  which 
are  the  desired  Phase  II  DSCS  terminal  phase  noise  specifications  for  the  AN 
MSC-GO(HT)  ’’Follow-on”  and  the  AN/  MSC-46  ’’Upgrade,”  respectively. 

Finally,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  recent  computer  simulations  on  the 
performance  of  rate  1/2,  constraint  length  7,  convolutional  encoding  with  3  bit 
soft  decision  Viterbi  decoding  performed  at  CSC  indicates  that  the  theoretical 
loss  versus  phase  error  variance  functional  derived  in  |2)  and  used  in  this 
report,  may  not  be  as  severe  as  indicated.  However,  all  of  the  phase  noise 
specifications  derived  here  are  not  unreasonable  since  they  can  be  satisfied 
with  state  of  the  art  techniques. 
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Table  S-3(a).  Allowable*  Information  Rates  for  Raytheon  TDMA  With  PLL  Noise  Bandwidth 
of  100  \\7..  Operation  With  Possible  Phase  11  I)SCS  Noise  Contributors  and  With 


Table  S-5.  Kcjuivalent  Power  [joss  and  Corresponding  Phase  Noise  Variances 
Rased  on  Conservative  f~d  phase  Noise  Characterist  ie  Design  and  Gaussian  Loss  Approximation 
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Tabic  S -G.  Proposed  Specification  on  Spectral  Purity 
for  the  Follow-on  AN/MSC-60  (HT ) 


1 . 0  Spectral  Purity 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received  carrier, 
including  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signals,  shall  not  exceed  con¬ 
ditions  specified  in  the  following  paragraphs. 

3.  1  Spectral  Purity  for  BPSK-QPSK 

! 

a.  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  at  least  25  dB  | 

i 

below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  a  band  0.  6  Hz  to  75  Hz 
from  the  carrier  frequency. 

b.  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  at  least  37.5 
dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  the  following  fre¬ 
quency  bands: 

(b-1)  5  Hz  to  16  kHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-2)  20  Hz  to  7G  kHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b- 3 >  200  Hz  to  0.6  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-4)  1.7  kHz  to  5  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-5)  7  kHz  to  20  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

1 . 2  Spectral  Purity  for  FDM  PM 

Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  measured  in  any 
3  kHz  bandwidth  shall  be  below  the  carrier  level  as  follows: 

a.  57  dB  minimum  from  12  kHz  to  20  kHz 

b.  62  dB  minimum  from  20  kHz  to  3o  kHz 

c.  65  dB  minimum  from  30  kHz  to  300  kHz 

1.3  Spectral  Jhjrit^  for  Burst  Coherent  TDM  A  1 

I 

Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be  at  least  j 
37  5dB  below  the  earner  level  when  measured  in  a  band  23  Hz  -  40  MHz 
from  the  carrier  frequency. 
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Tabic  S-7,  Proposed  Specification*  on  Spectral  Purity 
for  the  AN/MSC-46  "Upgrade”  Terminal 


1 .  0  Spectral  Purity 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received  carrier 
inc  luding  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signals,  shall  not  exceed  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  the  following  paragraphs. 

1 .  0  Spectral  Purity  for  BPSK-QPSK 

a.  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  at  least  37 
dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  the  following  fre¬ 
quency  bands: 

(u-1)  0.  6  Hz  to  75  Hz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(a-2)  1.8  Hz  to  200  Hz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

b.  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  at  least  37.  5 
dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  the  following  fre¬ 
quency  bands: 

(b-I)  5  Hz  to  16  kHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-2)  20  Hz  to  76  kHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-3)  200  Hz  to  0.  6  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b~4)  1.7  kHz  to  5  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

(b-5)  7  kHz  to  20  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 

1 . 2  Spectral  Purity  for  FDM  FM 

Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  measured  m  am 
3  kHz  bandwidth  shall  be  below  the  carrier  level  as  follows: 
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Table  S-7.  Proposed  Specification*  on  Spectral  Purity 
for  the  AN/MSC-46  "Upgrade"  Terminal  (Cont’d) 


a.  57  dB  minimum  from  12  kHz  to  20  kHz 

b.  62  dB  minimum  from  20  kHz  to  30  kHz 

e.  65  dB  minimum  from  30  kHz  to  300  kHz 

1.  3  Spectral  Purity  for  Burst  Coherent  TDM  A 

Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be  at  least 
37.  5  dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  a  band  23  Hz  -  40  MHz 
from  the  carrier  frequency. 

1 _ _ _ 


"Specifications  do  not  include  effects  of  reference  standard.  Also  assumes  that 
terminal  phase  noise  is  dominated  by  reference  at  frequencies  below  2  00  Hz. 


SECTION  1  -  INTRODUCTION 


The  need  for  specifications  on  phase  noise  arise  because  all  information 
conveyed  in  a  coherent  PSK  signal  resides  in  phase  changes  added  to  an  unmodu¬ 
lated  phase  reference  (carrier  phase  reference).  The  phase  reference  is, 

alas,  always  imperfect  even  at  the  transmitter  since  it  always  contains  noise 
(3  41 

perturbations  9  J  characterized  as  phase  noise  for  high  frequency  perturba¬ 
tions  and  long-term  drifts  for  low  frequency  perturbations.  Because  the  receiver 
has  no  a  priori  knowledge  of  these  phase  perturbations  in  time,  the  receiver 
has  to  distinguish  between  the  PSK  modulation  and  the  phase  noise.  Our 
problem  at  the  receiver  then  becomes  one  of  estimating  carrier  phase  perturba¬ 
tions  in  the  presence  of  PSK  modulation  and  additive  white  Gaussian  nois  * 

(AWGNi.  ,0’ 

A  perfect  reference  is,  by  definition,  physically  unrealizable.  Non¬ 
realizability  occurs  because  the  parameters  which  characterize  the  reference 
are  not  truly  constant  with  time  but  have  random  noise  perturbations  super¬ 
imposed.  Optimum  performance  in  PSK  systems  demands  that  we  estimate 
phase  noise  fluctuations  of  the  reference  phase  so  that  their  effects  can  be 
minimized.  Since  all  information  is  contained  in  the  PSK  signal  phase,  amplitude 
noise  effects  are  only  of  significance  w’hen  passed  through  devices  which  cause 
amplitude  noise  to  be  converted  to  phase  noise. 

Estimation  accuracy  may  be  characterized  in  the  mean  square  error  (MSP) 

2 

sense  bv  the  total  phase  estimation  error  variance  cr  The  total  error  variance 

tot. 

is  the  sum  of  two  terms:  (1)  a  phase  error  variance  due  to  the  effects  of  thermal 
2  2 

noise  expand  (2)  a  phase  error  variance  <r  due  to  the  inability  of  the  carrier 
phase  estimator  to  completely  estimate  the  entire  phase  noise  process  on  the 
received  signal. 
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It  is  known  that  the  phase  error  variance  due  to  thermal  noise  is  directly 
proportional  to  the  noise  bandwidth  of  the  reference  phase  estimator.  ^  He  re 
we  show  that  the  error  variance  due  to  phase  noise  is  inversely  proportationul 
to  \arious  functions  of  the  phase  estimator  noise  bandwidth.  (These  inverse- 
functions  are  directly  related  to  the  phase  noise  spectrum  present  on  the 
reference  signal.  )  Thus,  a  set  of  opposing  constraints  is  given  for  minimizing 
phase  error  variance  resulting  in  an  optimum  phase  estimator  noise  bandwidth 
(optimum  in  the  sense  that  it  provides  the  minimum  mean  square  error  (MMSKn, 

In  this  report  considerable  effort  is  directed  towards  derivation  of  this 
optimum  bandwidth,  and  thus  the  MMSE  for  systems  using  second  order  PLLs 
of  the  power  variety  (squaring,  quadrupling,  etc.  )  or  decision-directed  feed¬ 
back  type,  or  pure  second  order  PLLs  when  an  auxiliary  unmodulated  carrier 
sinusoid  is  utilized.  Since  the  order  of  an  optimal  linear  phase  estimator  is  a 
function  of  the  order  of  the  oscillator  phase  noise  spectral  density,  higher  order 
PLLs  (i.e.  ,  3rd  or  4th)  may  be  desirable  in  certain  instances,  however,  the 
analysis  could  easily  be  extended  with  some  additional  algebraic  complexity. 

In  the  preceding  we  have  focused  attention  on  the  fidelity  of  the  carrier 

2 

phase  estimator  as  expressed  by  its  total  phase  error  variance  <r  and  we  have 

only  hinted  that  this  parameter  is  directly  related  to  a  demodulation  performance 

[2,7* 

in  a  coherent  PSK  system.  In  the  literature  several  analyses  are  available,  * 
which  show  demodulation  loss  from  ideal  performance  in  a  coherent  PSK  system 
when  using  a  noisy  phase  reference.  These  analyses  account  only  for  thermal 
noise  corruption  of  the  carrier  phase  estimator.  Here  the  loss  functionals 
derived  in  these  references  are  extended  to  include  the  additional  degradations 
caused  by  incomplete  estimation  of  the  phase  noise  process  on  the  received 
signal . 

f  urthe  rmore,  future  communication  systems  (e.g.  ,  Phase  11  DSCS) 
will  be  increasingly  sensitive  to  errors  in  carrier  phase  estimation  due  to  the 
use  of  forward  error  control  coding  (FEC).  Because  of  the  increased  sensitivity 


of  PSK  systems  with  EEC,  it  is  of  utmost  importance  to:  (1)  Obtain  estimates 

of  all  phase  noise  added  to  any  coherent  PSK  transmission  system,  (2)  Calculate 

the  exact  performance  (expressed  in  the  sense  of  mean  square  error  (MSE)  by 

2 

the  phase  estimation  error  variance  cr  )  of  various  carrier  phase  estimation 

techniques  in  the  presence  of  thermal  noise  (AWGN)  and  phase  noise,  (3)  Apply 

(2  7 ,  h ) 

the  phase  estimation  error  variance  to  various  decoding  loss  functions 
and  thereby  obtain  demodulation  loss  curves,  and  finally  (4)  Derive  specifica¬ 
tions  on  adequate  phase  noise  performance  for  transmission  and  receive  facilitie: 
(of  the  Phase  II  I)SCS). 

The  use  of  EEC  is  suppressed  carrier  systems  allows  signaling  at 
extremely  low  energy’  per  bit  to  noise  density  ratios,  thus  carrier  phase 
estimates  must  have  additional  signal  processing  gain  to  provide  immunity 
against  a  relatively  large  amount  of  AWGN.  This  leads  to  requirements  for 
extremely  small  bandwidths  for  carrier  phase  estimation  and  therefore 
places  additional  restrictions  on  the  allowable  level  of  phase  noise. 

The  problem  of  estimating  coherent  PSK  system  performance  in  the 
presence  of  thermal  noise  and  phase  noise  may  be  formulated  more  precisely 
by  the  following  mathematical  representation.  A  typical  receiver  signal  in  a 
suppressed  carrier  coherent  PSK  modulation  system  is: 


r(t)  =  V  (t)  +  n(t) 


where 


V  -  C(t) 

Sin  2  ry  t  * 

2-k 

<5o(t)  +  </ 

o 

0 

m 

an  additive  whife  gaussian  noise  (AWGN) 
the  nominal  amplitude 


the  nominal  frequency 


m  =  the  maximum  number  of  phase  positions  (e.g.#  m  =  4  QPSK) 

k  =  0,lf>fm-l  determines  the  modulation  angle  in  the  interval  [t,  t-T) 

<Jj  =  an  arbitral  but  fixed  phase  offset 

e(t >  =  an  amplitude  noise  fluctuation 

84>(t)  -  the  phase  noise  fluctuation  including  all  amplitude  fluctuations 
which  have  been  passed  through  AM  to  PM  conversion  devices, 
t  (t  > 

Assuming  that  —7“  «  1,  amplitude  fluctuations  can  be  ignored.  Since 
'  o 

the  constant  angle  i]/  is  either  known  or  can  be  estimated,  its  effects  may  be 

A 

ignored.  If  the  estimate  of  the  phase  noise  term  6<£(t)  can  be  made  accurately 
{i.e.  ,  |8<£(t)  -  54>(t)|«84>(t)},  then  the  effects  of  phase  noise  can  be  minimized. 

A 

Of  course  carrier  phase  estimates  8<f>( t)  will  be  less  than  perfect  since  they 
must  be  made  in  the  presence  of  AWGN  and,  in  the  case  of  suppressed  carrier 
system,  simultaneously  in  the  presence  of  phase  modulation.  Errors  in  carrier 
phase  estimates  which  are  induced  by  AWGN  can  be  minimized  by  using  an  esti¬ 
mator  with  long  averaging  time  (small  bandwidth).  However,  if  the  phase 
fluctuations  8<t>(t)  contain  high  frequency  spectral  components  with  high  energy 
content,  a  phase  estimator  with  short  averaging  time  (large  bandwidth)  is  re¬ 
quired  leading  to  a  conflicting  set  of  constraints  and  an  optimum  averaging 
time  (bandwidth)  for  optimum  performance. 
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SECTION  2  -  SYSTEM  DEFINITIONS,  PHASE  NOISE  TERMINOLOGY 
AND  THE  IMPACT  OF  ANY  COLOR  PHASE  NOISE  ON  PARTIALLY 
COHERENT  PSK  SYSTEM 


2.1  SYSTEM  DEFINITIONS 

In  a  complex  satellite  communication  system  such  as  the  DSCS  which  uses 
convolutional  (rate  1  2)  and  differential  encoding  together  with  M-ary  (M  2,  -4) 
PSK  modulation,  a  common  source  of  confusion  is  the  terminology  used  by 
different  people  to  describe  the  same  phenomenon.  One  designer’s  bits  be¬ 
come  another  designer’s  symbols  especially  for  people  concerned  with  coding 
and  modulation.  Because  the  arguments  for  naming  these  items  are  extremely 
convincing,  depending  upon  the  designer’s  area  of  expertise,  the  approach  used 
here  will  be  to  define  symbols  via  a  system  diagram  and  let  the  reader  change 
the  names  to  suit  his  requirements. 

Figure  2-1  depicts  the  general  system  diagram.  Since  the  main  item  of 

interest  here  is  the  modulation-demodulation  system,  the  term  modulation  bits 

at  rate  R  is  used  to  describe  the  input  transition  rate  to  the  M-ary  modulator 
mb 

which  then  produces  modulation  symbols  at  rate  R  .  Henceforth,  unless  other- 

ms 

wise  stated,  all  references  to  symbols  or  Symbol  rate  refer  to  modulation 
symbols  and  all  references  to  bits  refer  to  modulation  bits  as  described  above. 

2.2  PHASE  NOISE  TERMINOLOGY 

Another  source  of  confusion  may  arise  from  the  specification  of  oscillator 

phase  noise  spectral  density.  In  this  memorandum  the  definition  which  has  been 

used  is  a  1 -sided  spectrum  at  low  pass  (at  baseband)  as  defined  by  the  symbol 

S.  (f)  and  in  Figure  2-2(a).  Other  possible  representations  of  phase  noise  spec- 
00 

tral  density  are  given  by  Figures  2-2(b,  c,  d).  Many  hardware  developers  choose 
to  display  phase  noise  spectral  density  by  plotting  only  the  upper  sideband  of 
Figure  2 -2(d).  The  ordinate  is  then  referred  to  as  single-side  band  noise  to 
carrier  ratio  and  sometimes  denoted  as  1(f).  No  problems  arise  as  long  as  it 
is  clear  which  spectral  density  representation  is  being  used.  ^ 


Kigure  i 


2.  Phase  Noise  Density;  Definitions  Adopted  in  This  Report 


2.3  GENERAL  IMPACT  OF  ANY  COLOR  PHASE  NOISE  ON  PARTIALLY 
COHERENT  PSK  SYSTEMS 

The  introduction  of  this  report  has  indicated  that  a  demodulation  perfor¬ 
mance  tradeoff  exists  between  a  design  which  efficiently  tracks  out  phase  noise 
perturbations  present  on  the  transmitted  PSK  signal  and  a  design  that  excludes 
as  much  thermal  noise  as  possible.  A  common  misunderstanding  in  the  design 
and  description  of  coherent  PSK  communications  is  that  the  effects  of  a  white 
oscillator  phase  noise  process  on  the  transmitted  signal  may  somehow  be 
treated  as  an  equivalent  additive  thermal  noise  at  the  receiver  front  end.  The 
distinction  between  these  two  phenomena  may  be  seen  from  the  following 
arguments.  Phase  noise  results  from  multiplicative  processes  which  cause  a 
pure  rotation  of  the  phase  reference  relative  to  the  PSK  decision  region  struc¬ 
ture.  Since  a  rotation  affects  decisions  on  any  transmitted  PSK  symbol  in 
precisely  the  same  manner,  i.  e. ,  independent  of  the  symbol  phase,  it  is 
possible  by  estimating  the  angle  of  rotation  of  the  phase  reference  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  phase  noise  effects.  The  phase  component  caused  by  the  additive, 
thermal,  noise  affects  the  signal  in  a  different  manner.  That  is,  a  particular 
thermal  noise  waveform  will  cause  a  phase  rotation  the  magnitude  and  direction 
of  which  is  dependent  upon  the  received  PSK  symbol  phase.  Therefore,  phase 
rotation  of  the  reference  caused  by  thermal  noise  cannot  be  removed  in  a  way 
that  is  independent  of  the  receiver  symbol  sequence  as  in  the  case  for  carrier 
phase  noise. 

Since  the  ultimate  aim  is  to  coherently  detect  the  transmitted  PSK  modu¬ 
lation  angle  (data  symbols)  with  as  few  errors  as  possible,  it  is  desirable  to 
maximize  tracking  of  the  carrier  phase  noise  process  (including  the  flat  (white)* 
portion  of  the  spectrum)  simultaneously  excluding  as  much  additive  thermal 
noise  as  possible. 


*Of  course  If  the  entire  oscillator  phase  noise  spectrum  is  flat  (white)  and 
high  level,  the  discussion  of  coherent  syBtem  is  absurd. 
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It  is  shown  in  Section  3  and  in  [6]  that  the  demodulation  process  usually 
involves  a  matched  filter  or  integrate-and-dump  filter  which  suppresses  the 
effects  of  errors  in  the  carrier  phase  reference  at  frequencies  beyond  one-half 
of  the  PSK  symbol  rate.  Thus,  the  most  desirable  carrier  phase  tracking 
system  should  track  as  much  of  the  phase  noise  process  (including  the  flat 
portion  of  the  phase  noise  spectral  density)  as  possible,  within  a  bandwidth 
equal  to  one-half  of  the  symbol  rate,  simultaneously  excluding  as  much  additne 
thermal  noise  as  possible. 

It  is  tacitly  assumed  that  when  designing  a  coherent  PSK  system  the  design 
is  ultimately  limited  by  thermal  noise  effects  on  the  phase  reference  rather  than 
by  phase  noise.  That  is,  bv  increasing  the  carrier  tracking  system  bandwidth, 
in  an  attempt  to  track  all  the  desired  carrier  phase  information,  additional 
additive  thermal  noise  enters  the  system  degrading  the  coherence  of  the  carrier 
phase  reference  and  ultimately  increasing  the  total  demodulation  loss.  Thus, 
a  trade-off  in  carrier  tracking  bandwidth  may  be  established  which  minimizes 
the  total  demodulation  loss  due  to  the  untracked  portion  of  carrier  phase  noise 
and  that  due  to  thermal  noise  corruption  of  the  carrier  phase  reference.  The 
preceding  results  are  derived  analytically  in  Section  3. 


2-5 


SECTION  3  ~  EFFECTS  OF  ADDITIVE  GAUSSIAN  NOISE 
AND  PHASE  NOISE  UPON  COHERENT  PSK  DEMODULATION 


3.  1  ANALYTICAL  STUDIES  AND  TRADEOFF  ANALYSES 

Multiplicative  noise  on  the  received  signal  and  its  residual  effects  upon 
(partially)  Coherent  PSK  signal  demodulation  are  investigated  in  this  section.  The 
multiplicative  noise  or  phase  noise  originates  from  frequency  converters  (mix¬ 
ers)  in  which  the  signal  is  multiplied  with  another  signal  containing  either  phase 
noise  or  additive  noise  which  causes  phase  noise  as  the  signals  are  multiplied. 
Another  source  is  AM/PM  conversion  that  is  produced  by  certain  system  com¬ 
ponents,  e.g.,  TWTs.  The  phase  noise  process  generally  includes  both  random 
and  deterministic  components  (spurious  signals). 

The  statistical  information  about  phase  noise  is  generally  limited  to  the 
second  order  statistics,  i.  e. ,  the  phase  noise  process  is  specified  by  its  power 
spectral  density.  By  using  6-function  formalism  one  can  also  include  the 
spurious  components  in  the  density  spectrum.  Based  on  physical  characteristics 
of  signal  oscillators  ^  the  power  spectral  density  S  g  (f)  of  the  phase 
noise  process  o(t)  is  of  the  form 

h  h  hn 
12  3 

S  (fy  h  *  —  -  —  -  —  ;  continuous  spectrum 

6  0  Of  j.2 


N  2 

-  _k  6(f  -  f  )  ;  discrete  spectrum 

ki  2 

HereS.  (f)isdefined  as  the  one-sided  (f  >  0)  spectrum  that  would  be  obtained  if 
60 

the  oscillator  output  signal  was  coherently  demodulated  (translated  to  baseband \ 
by  a  perfect  reference  signal.  The  first  four  terms  containing  values  of 
specify  the  continuous  spectrum,  while  the  '2}  are  the  powers  of  spurious 

signals  relative  to  the  total  signal  power  at  the  offset  frequencies  f  . 
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However,  in  many  cases  the  output  signal  from  an  oscillator  Is  filtered  to  re¬ 
duce  the  phase  noise  power  thereby  modifying  the  spectral  representation. 

We  are  not  directly  interested  in  the  phase  noise  sources  but  rather 
the  resulting  phase  noise  (multiplicative  noise)  present  in  the  received  sig¬ 
nal  influencing  the  PSK  symbol  demodulation.  In  general,  the  phase  noise 
process  of  the  received  signal  will  have  a  power  spectral  density  with  spectral 
components  given  in  Equation  (3-1).  Therefore,  the  spectral  density  S^ff)  of  the 
phase  noise  process  o(t )  at  the  receiver  input  lends  itself  to  the  determination  of 
the  influence  or  degradation  of  the  PSK  demodulation  performance  since  from  it 
the  phase  error  variance  at  the  point  of  the  symbol  decision  can  be  obtained. 

With  this  variance  at  hand  we  can  determine  the  equivalent  power  loss  caused  by 
t h* •  phase  noise  in  accordance  with  [ 2] ,  [ 6]  -[ 8) . 

First,  assume  that  PSK  demodulation  is  performed  with  a  carrier  refer¬ 
ence  which  is  not  corrupted  by  thermal  noise  but  does  not  contain  information 
about  the  phase  noise  process  on  the  received  PSK  signal.  In  this  case  the 

phase  noise  variance  a*”  due  to  phase  noise  at  the  symbol  decision  point  is  given 

pn 

by 

ao 

°pn  r  /  Vf)!M(ft!2df  <3'2' 

where  Mi f>  is  the  frequency  transfer  function  of  the  PSK  demodulator  (usuallv  a 
matched  filteri.  Equation  (3-2»  is  an  approximation  that  is  valid  when  the  am¬ 
plitude  of  the  phase  noise  process  o(t)  is  small.  A  few  simple  relationships 
show  how  Equation  <3-£>  is  derived.  For  an  arbitrary  phase  angle  6  we  have 

i[6  •  ottil  i6  i»(t) 
e  '  e  •  e 

^  e'^  |1  *  i  0  (t>  1  (3-3* 

provided  p(t>  <  <  1.  With  the  impulse  responses  m(ti  of  the  filter  M(fl  being 
normalized  so  that  /  m(t>  dt  1,  i.e.,  M(0i  •  1,  the  output  of  the  detection  filter 


I  mil  -  T)  ei|6  ■*,T"  dr 

id  . 

-  e  1 1  -  i  j  m(t  -  t)  ®(T|  dT| 

-  exp{i|0  •  j  m(t  -  T)  <p(T>  dr],  (3-4. 

since  Oiti  <  <  1  also  implies  that  /  m(t  -  T)  0(t>  dr  <  <  1.  This  shows  that  the 
demodulation  filter  acts  as  a  linear  filter  on  the  phase  process  0(t},  provided 
the  amplitude  of  ChU  is  small. 
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partially  track  the  phase  noise  process.  Increased  tracking  ability  is  obtained 
by  increasing  the  phase-locked  loop  bandwidth.  However,  this  will  make  the 
phase  estimate  more  noisy  due  to  less  filtering  of  the  additive  channel  noise. 
Therefore,  a  trade-off  between  phase  noise  tracking  and  filtering  of  additive 
channel  noise  is  required  to  determine  the  optimum  phase-locked  loop  bandwidth 
that  will  yield  minimum  performance  degradation  in  the  PSK  demodulation  pro¬ 
cess.  To  perform  this  trade-off  analysis  we  have  to  consider  the  particular 
frequency  characteristic  of  the  phase-locked  loop  as  well  as  its  resulting  noise 

bandu  idth.  B  . 

O 

Now  given  the  closed-loop  phase-locked  loop  transfer  function  H(f),  the 
spectral  densities  at  various  points  of  the  phase-locked  loop  and  demodulator 
circuits  can  be  determined  (see  Figure  3-1 ).  The  spectrum  associated  with  the 
input  phase  noise  process  at  various  points  is  obtained  by  multiplyingS  (i)  oy 
the  absolute  square  of  the  frequency  transfer  function  to  the  specific  point  of 
interest.  In  particular,  the  phase  noise  spectrum  at  the  input  to  the  symbol  de¬ 
modulator  filter  is  given  by 

s6©<f>i  1  -  H(f)  I  2  (3-st 


The  additive  Gaussian  noise  will  also  cause  phase  noise  via  the  phase-locked 
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loop.  Its  spectrum  at  the  demodulator  filter  input  is 


N 

o 


E  R 
s  s 


|  H(f)  l2  (f  >  0) 


(3-9i 


where  E  R  equals  the  received  carrier  power.  Thus  at  the  mixer  output  before 
s  s 

the  demodulation  filter  we  have  the  total  phase  noise  density 

,3-1... 

s  s 


This  implies  that  the  total  phase  noise  variance  at  the  output  of  the  demodulator 


partially  track  the  phase  noise  process.  Increased  tracking  ability  is  obtained 
by  increasing  the  phase-locked  loop  bandwidth.  However,  this  will  make  the 
pha  se  estimate  more  noisy  due  to  less  filtering  of  the  additive  channel  noise. 
Therefore,  a  trade-off  between  phase  noise  tracking  and  filtering  of  additive 
channel  noise  is  required  to  determine  the  optimum  phase-locked  loop  bandwidth 
that  will  yield  minimum  performance  degradation  in  the  PSK  demodulation  pro¬ 
cess,  To  perform  this  trade-off  analysis  we  have  to  consider  the  particular 
frequency  characteristic  of  the  phase-locked  loop  as  well  as  its  resulting  noise 

bandwidth,  B  . 

O 

Now  given  the  closed-loop  phase-locked  loop  transfer  function  H(f),  the 

spectral  densities  at  various  points  of  the  phase-locked  loop  and  demodulator 

circuits  can  be  determined  (see  Figure  3-1).  The  spectrum  associated  with  the 

input  phase  noise  process  at  various  points  is  obtained  by  multiplyingS  (i;  uy 
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the  absolute  square  of  the  frequency  transfer  function  to  the  specific  point  of 
interest.  In  particular,  the  phase  noise  spectrum  at  the  input  to  the  symbol  u'  - 
modulator  filter  is  given  by 

S^Oj  1  -  H(f)  I  2  <3-S» 


The  additive  Gaussian  noise  will  also  cause  phase  noise  via  the  phase-locked 
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loop.  Its  spectrum  at  the  demodulator  filter  input  is  1 
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|  H(f)  (f  >  0) 
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where  E  R  equals  the  received  carrier  power.  Thus  at  the  mixer  output  before 
s  s 

the  demodulation  filter  we  have  the  total  phase  noise  density 

|  H(f)  |2  (3-101 

s  s 


This  implies  that  the  total  phase  noise  variance  at  the  output  of  the  demodulator 


Various  Points  of  a  (Partially)  Coherent  !>SK  Receiver 


filler,  an  integrate  and  dump  filter,  is  given  by 


2 
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tot 


2  2 

a  -  a, 
pn  th 


whe  re 


and 


(3-10a, 


(3- 10b) 


(3- 10c. 


Figure  3-2  shows  the  general  characteristics  of  |  H(f)  j  and  ■  1  -  H(f»  “and 

2 

indicates  that  the  effect  of  S^f)  is  reduced  for  low  frequencies  since  |l  -  H (f >| 

approaches  zero  for  decreasing  frequencies.  In  other  words,  the  phase-locked 

loop  partially  tracks  the  low  frequency  components  of  the  phase  noise  process. 

2 

The  more  the  low  frequency  region  is  suppressed  by  ;  1  -  H(f)  j  ,  the  less  the 

2 

phase  noise  variance  o  resulting  from  the  phase  noise  process  0(t).  On  the 

pn  2 

other  hand,  this  increase  will  make  the  variance  0  ,  larger  since  the  area  under 

2  ^  2 

,  Hifi  “  w ill  be  larger.  Therefore,  to  minimize  the  total  variance  o  ,  the 

tot 

closed-loop  filter  characteristic  H(f >  should  be  judiciously  chosen. 

_3 

In  general,  S^fOwill  contain  the  f  component  [i.e.,  h  >  0  in  Equation 
<3-li|  that  suggests  that  [  1  -  H(f)  |  should  approach  at  least  as  fast  as  f  .  This 
requires  a  second-  or  higher-order  phase-locked  loop  implementation.  Con¬ 
sidering  that  we  know  only  that  the  phase  noise  spectrum  S^^(f)  is  dominated  bv  a 

spectrum  of  the  form  in  Equation  (3-1),  a  good  system  solution  is  given  by  a 

2 

filter  that  makes  j  1  -  H(f)  j  maximally  flat  at  f  =  0;  ’’Butterworth  filter.  " 


A  second-order  maximally  flat  PLL  filter  defines 


|  1  -  H(fi  l2 


(3- lit 


,  r,  f  •' 
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which  is  consistent  with  the  characteristic 


H(f) 


f2  *  f  f 
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f2  *  iV2  f  f-f2 
n  n 


making 
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H(f)  ;2 
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(3-12. 


(3-13. 


Here  ^  is  called  the  corner  frequency  of  the  loop  and  Equation  (3-12/  represents 

a  second-order  loop.  Higher-order  PLLs  may  also  be  considered,  i.e., 
i  l  2  -2k  2k  ?k 

I  1  -  H(f)  I  =  i  /  (f  +  i  ).  Such  loops  are  sometimes  plagued  by  stability 

-3 

problems  and  since  a  second-order  loop  can  handle  f  phase  noise  it  represents 
a  good  system  choice.  Equations  (3-11)  and  (3-12)  are  plotted  in  Figure  (3-2 

The  loop  bandwidth  B  is  directly  prop  ^rtiojial  to  the  corner  frequency  f  . 

O  n 

It  is  defined  as  the  equivalent  noise  bandwidth  of  H(f),  that  is, 

ao 

B  -  /  i  H<f>  ! 2  df 
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1  -  2v 
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•  .  3v^2 
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f  •  3. 33 
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(3-14) 


Since  f  is  directly  proportional  to  the  loop  bandwidth  B  ,  the  transfer 
n  O 


function  is  indirectly  specified  by  B  so  the  task  of  minimizing  the  total 

2  ^ 

phase  noise  variance  o  reduces  to  one  of  finding  the  optimum  loop  bandwidth 


B  . 
<P 


Up  to  this  point,  no  consideration  has  been  given  to  the  fact  that  the  phase- 
locked  loop  must  be  implemented  to  operate  on  a  modulated  signal  (except  for 
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auxiliary  carrier  systems).  For  power  loops,  Equation  (3-10b)  is  unaffected  but 


Equation  (3-10c>  should  be  multiplied  by  ry  ,  the  degradation  factor  associated 

l6l  ^ 

with  power  loops.  Similarly,  in  the  decision  feedback  implementation  case. 


d  [  8 

Equation  (3-10o  is  modified  by  the  multiplier  T)  for  decision-feedback  loop.  1 

O 


In  any  case,  optimization  of  loop  bandwidth  requires  minimization  of  the 
total  pause  noise  \  ariance  at  the  decision  point.  Total  phase  noise  variance  at 
the  decision  point  may  be  written  as: 


where: 


(3-15i 


(3- 16 1 


and  i  0,  1,  2,  3.  \ 


Evaluation  of  integrals  A.  is  simplified  by  letting  ^  -  rr  f  T  and  \  f  f 


giving: 
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<3-17) 


Integrals  I  (k  4-j)  have  been  evaluated  in  Appendix  A  taking  into  account 
that  the  greatest  interest  is  for  small  a-\  alues.  Results  are  tabulated  below. 
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See  also  Appendix  A. 
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l-’or  small  2  values  substitution  of  K qua t ions  (3-1>m  into  i3-15i  gives  the 
total  phase  noisi'  variance  at  the  symbol  decision  point 
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Since  B  f  — ; —  and  n  f  T  7?  f  R  ^  ,  we  mav  rewrite 
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Equation  (3-1 9>  as 
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The  optimum  bandwidth  B  that  minimizes  the  total  variance  o~  can  he 

O  0  tot 


found  from  this  express  ton.  ^ctttnp  the  derivative  of  a  with  respect  to  R 


equal  to  zero  the  optimum  value  of 
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B  represents  the  optimum  bandwidth,  where 


B  =  V  4  *  G  ^  VcT  -  4^ 
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Generally,  the  optimum  bandwidth  solution  is  approximated  by 


B  - 
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(3-2*1 


for  the  very  1  >\v  symbol  rates  It  .  By  increasing  symbol  rates  the  optimum 
solution  of  Equation  (3-21  »  is  closely  approximated  by 


B 
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that  finally  will  approach 


(3-20) 


(3-30) 
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This  general  trend  implies  that  systems  operating  at  high  digital  rates  will  not  be 
plagued  bv  f  *  phase  noise  because  it  is  effectively  tracked  out  by  the  pha^e* 
locked  loop.  Having  determined  the  optimum  loop  bandwidth,  one  can  calculate 
the  resulting  total  phase  noise  variance  according  to  Kquation  (3-20). 

Before  applying  this  optimization  technique  to  available  phase  noise  data, 
it  is  of  great  value  to  present  the  method  by  which  the  optimum  choice  of  the 
loop  bandwidth  distributes  the  total  phase  noise  variance  between  that  due  to 
phase  noise  on  the  received  signal  and  the  thermallv  induced  loop  phase*  noi>t  . 

For  this  purpose  we  consider  a  simplified  model  of  the  total  phase  noise  \ar.ance 
given  by 
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and  where  x  is  proportional  to  the  noise  bandwidth  of  the  loop  (see  Equation 


In  other  words,  we  are  optimizing  the  bandwidth  of  a  phase-locked  loop  in  tlu 
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For  is  '•  1 )  the  optimum  solution  distributes  the  total  phase  variance  (at 
the  symbol  decision  point)  between  the  untracked  portion  of  carrier  phase  noise 
and  that  due  to  thermal  noise  in  the  proportion  <1  si  to  (s-l»  s  giving  the  mini¬ 


mum  total  variance 
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For  is^li  the  optimum  solution  is  slightly  more  complicated  due  to  the 
very  slow  roll  off  in  power  for  a  1  f  type  phase  noise  density.  The  minimum 
total  phase  noise  variance  is  obtained  using  Equation  (3-32t. 
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:ind  usinn  liquation  i3-3C>i 
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F<»r  :m\  typical  coherent  PSK  system  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the 

ratio  of  modulation  symbol  rate  to  PEL  banduidth  (H  \  \  will  be  at  least  N  5 

s  1 

and  is  tvpiculK  •  >  10.  *  Assuming  K  v.  "  3  or  equivalently  •  (R  \  »  s  l.t» 
_ _ _ _ _ s  1  s  J 

•  II  the  optimum  bandwidth  \1  ^  R^  there  is  no  reason  to  design  a  "coherent  PSK 
system  since  there  would  be  no  advantages  accrued  over  performance  obtainable 
from  a  differentially  coherent  PSK  system  which  would  be  much  simpler  to  im¬ 
plement  . 


and  using  Equation  (3-3JM  tlu‘  optimum  solution  distributes  the  total  phase  nmso 
varianee  between  the  unt racked  portion  of  carrier  phase  noise  and  that  due  to  ther¬ 
mal  noise  in  the'  proportion  y  to  (1-y)  respectively  where  (.65<V<  1). 


In  the  preceding  analysis,  the  optimum  tradeoff  between  colored  phase 

noise  h./f  ,  „  and  thermal  noise  has  been  determined.  As  discusser!  in 

r  i  1 ,  . .  3 

Section  -  of  this  report,  the  tradeoff  between  allowable  white  oscillator  phase 
noise  and  additive  thermal  noise  is  perhaps  the  most  misunderstood  pro¬ 
cess.  It  is  hoped  that  the  following  simple  discussion  will  clarify  any  conceptual 
di  P  icu  It v . 

Equation  (3-2(0  shows  when  the  oscillator  phase  noise  process  is  dominated 
by  white'  phase  noise  (i.c.,  h()  >»  hj,  i  =  1,  2,  3)  the  total  phase  error  variance 
becomes : 
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tot 
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However,  the  first  term  on  the  left  is  an  approximation  of  the  filtered 
white  phase  noise  process  which  onlv  holds  when  the  PLL  corner  frequency  f 

n 

is  much  less  than  the  symbol  rale  R  .  When  this  condition  does  not  hold  Luua- 

s 

lion  (3- to i  should  be*  given  as: 


o 

lot 


wlu  iv  it  K  assumed  that 


k  h  >  f 

s  n 


(3-41  \ 


and  that  (It  /2  -  f  )  is  the  3-dR  bandwidth  of  the  composite  phase  noise  filter 
s  n 

consisting  of  the  PI. I.  filter  and  integrate-and-dump  filter. 

A  very  interesting  result  is  obtained  by  a  simple  rearrangement. 

Noting  that  B  'X  3.33  f  (second  order  PLL,  l ^r.7(>7) 

<p  n 
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l'rom  liquation  (3-42*  it  is  seen  that  by  a  judicious  choice  ot  parameters 
it  is  possible  to  cause  the1  bracketed  quantity  to  be  positive,  negative.  or  zero 
thus  indicating  that  by  increasing  the  PLL  bandwidth  B  with  a  fixed  symbol 
rate  R  ,  it  is  possible  to  cause  the  carrier  reference  total  phase  error  variance 


to  increase,  decrease,  or  remain  the  same,  respectively,  of  course*  this  only 

holds  when  f  ^  R  -  which  is  a  usual  requirement  for  coherent  PSK  demodula- 
n  s 

l  ion. 


If  a  set  of  parameters  given  are  such  that  the  bracket  quant ity  is  negative, 
and  the  optimum  PLL  bandwidth  thus  approaches  the  symbol  rate  moise  averaged 
over  onlv  one  symbol  duration*  it  is  obvious  that  coherent  PSK  demodulation  holds 
no  advantage  over  differentially  detected  PSK  since  all  of  the  noise  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  bit  interval  will  appear  on  the  phase  reference.  Should  this  situation  occur 
it  would  be  w  ise*  to  sw  itch  to  a  different iallv  detected  PSK  modem  and  remove  the 
differential  decode  rs  normally  used  to  resolve  the  phase  ambiguity  problem  in 
coherent  PSK  systems. 

The  preceding  results  are  summarized  in  Table  3-1  which  gives  the  rela¬ 
tive  phase  noise  distribution  for  various  s-values  that  occur.  The  results  of  this 

-3 

optimization  also  indicate,  for  example*,  in  the  case  of  dominating  f  phase 
noise,  the  loop  bandwidth  should  lie  set  so  large  that  only  one-third  of  the  total 
pha  se  noise  originates  from  the  carrier  phase  noise.  Ln  addition,  even  though 

—  c; 

onlv  one  phase  noise  characteristic  was  considered  here  tf  phase  noise*. 

it  is  clear  that  from  a  bandwidth  optimization  point  oCview  the  important 

consideration  is  the  characteristic  of  1  Ik*  phase  noise  about  the*  corner  frequency 

f  of  the  loop  isec  Lquation  (3-19P.  From  a  purely  analytical  point  of  view,  it 
n 

can  be  argued  that  the  only  things  that  matter  to  achieve  the  MMSF  is  the  dif¬ 
ferential  gain  or  loss  of  the  total  phase  noise  variance  obtained  by  varying  the 

loop  ha ndwidth. 
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ANALYTICAL  UIFFKTLTIKS  AND  TUKIR  RKSOLITION 


The  analytical  opt  i  nu /at  ion  procedures  described  in  the  preceding  section 

assume  well  behaved  spectral  density  shapes  with  monotonically  no:,- inc  reasing 

density  u'rsns  frequency  and, also  assume  integer  values  for  the*  exponent  v.hieh 

describes  tin*  slope  oi  the  phase  noise  curve.  It  becomes  a  jparent,  h'mc.cr, 

from  measured  performance  data  that  various  filtering  techniques  used  in  real 

equipment  do  not  always  pm\  id  suc  h  well  behaved  phase  noise  spectra.  Tw*. 

tcchni< pic's  are  available  o>  supplant  tlu  preceding  analysis  when  neccs-oarv. 

erne  technique  whieh  is  current  Iv  available  is  a  graphical  solution  to  the 

equations  of  the  preceding  >erti"n  (c  omputer  integration)  and  the  second  lech- 

[12] 

nique  is  a  state  variable1  solution  to  the  phase  noise  problem.  The  state 
variable1  solution  also  provides  the  capability  for  studying  the  effects  of  time 
gated  operation,  required  for  TDMA  systems.  However,  computer  graphical 
procedures  are  perhaps  the  most  straightforward  and  can  be  accurate  for  TDMA 
systems  over  a  specified  range  of  parameters  as  discussed  in  Paragraph  of 
this  report. 

In  any  event,  the  solutions  derived  in  the  preceding  section  provide  great 
insight  into  most  of  the  systematic  variations  experienced.  In  the  following 
sections,  any  one  of  the  preceding  analytical  tools  is  used  depending  upon 
which  is  judged  best  for  the  particular  application. 


SECTION  4  -  OPTIMUM  PERFORMANCE  OF  BPSK  AND  QPSK 
SIGNAUNO  WITH  VJTFjjHJ  f HAT  i:  1  2,  K  7>  P) .TOjjlNO  IN  1  HI 
PRI  SI  N(  i;  OF  OSCILLATOR  PHASE  NOISL  LXPLC1?  P 
FOR  TERMINALS  OF  THE  DSC  S 


Id  ( 'PTIMl'M  PERFORMANC  E  RESl'l.TS  WITH  Ti  EMlNAESupl  VINE  I  Hi 

'lEJ -MT"  MODIFIED  PHASE  NOISI  SPI.  Cl  FIC  ATi<  iN 

Sim e  the  advent  ol  practical  coherent  PSK  modulation  technique-  for  the 
DSc‘S  has  been  relatively  recent,  the  “original "  phase1  noise  specific  ation-  for 
the  HT-MT  earth  terminals  of  tlu-  DSLS  were  derived  from  an  incidental  EM 
model  as  stated  below  in  a  paragraph  from  S(  A-jf,v,l.A, 

Incidental  FM.  Transmitted  carrier  and  receive  carriers  after  frequency 

translation  shall  be  spectrally  pure  so  that: 

Ai  x  f  is  not  Greater  than  2  Hz.  squared  for  values  of  f  lx* tween  1.  "  11/ 
m  m 

and  2o  Hz.  For  values  of  t  al>ove  2“  11/,  Af  shall  not  exceed  n.  1  Hz  to 

m 

the  value  of  f  where  the  single-sided  phase  noise  density  to  signal  ratio 
m 

equals  -DO  dB.  The  -lua  dB  single-sided  phase  noise  density*  to  signal 

ratio  shall  not  be  exceeded  from  1“  kHz  to  iij.3  MHz  on  either  side  of 

carrier  Af  peak  deviation  of  the  carrier  f  deviation  rate. 

m 

l  sing  this  model  the  HT-MT  single  sideband  phase  noise-  i  f.  was  derived  1 

-4 

and  is  shown  in  Figure  4-1.  U  is  known,  however,  that  the  f  phase  noise  indi¬ 
cated  in  close  to  the  carrier  is  unrealistic  given  currently  available  oscillators 
and  that  this  type  of  spectral  shape  is  due  to  the  assumed  validity*  of  the  incident/ 
EM  model.  Frequency  synthesizers  are  known  to  provide  an  f  *  densitv  dost 
to  the  c  arrier  and  arc  ultimately  limited  by  the  effects  of  either  cry  stal  or  ato  mic 
standards  which  exhibit  f  *  phase'  noise  characteristics  extremeh  dost  m  tlu 
carrier.  Thus,  the'  HT-MT  specification  lias  been  modified  for  the  purposes  ot 
tin-  memorandum  as  shown  by  the  broken  line*  curve  of  Figure  1-1  lalvlled  11  l  - 
M  l  -  modu  1  at  ion. 


1-1 


1 


Based  on  this  modified  specification,  the  total  phase  noise  variance  given 
by  Kquation  (15-110)  has  been  determined  using  the  optimum  bandwidth  solution  of 
Kquation  (3-21).  The  variance  has  been  calculated  using  both  decision-feedback 
and  power  loop  implementations  for  two  and  three  times  the  terminal  phase 
noise  according  to  the  specification,  since  two  terminals  and  one  sate  llite  art 
always  involved.  This  calculation  is  used  because  reliable  phase  noise  data 
al>out  the  satellite  is  not  available.  (Some  very  sketchy  and  incomplete  infor¬ 
mation  pertaining  to  the  satellite  phase  noise  is  available,  but  by  neglecting  the 
satellite  influence  and  equating  tlu1  satellite  as  one  terminal,  the  influence  ol 
the  satellite  can  be  assessed.  >  Figures  4  -2  through  *1-5  illustrate  results  for 
two  and  three  terminals,  power  PLLs,  decision-feedback  loop<,  and  also  lor 
both  BPSK  (M  =  2)  and  QPSK  (M  -  4>  operations.  Demodulation  losses  have  been 

plotted  as  a  function  information  bit  rate  R  ,  for  "-level  soft  decision  1 3 -bite 

lb 

rate  1  j,  constraint  length  T,  Viterbi  decoding  followed  by  differential  decoding 
with  a  resultant  BFR  In  J. 

A  loss  cutoff  of  U.  -  dB  has  been  drawn  in  the  figures  to  indicate  allowable 
regions  of  operation  for  the  various  configurations.  The  upward  trend  in  the 
loss  curves  with  high  data  rates  are  caused  by  the  white  phase  noise  floor  shown 
in  Figure  -4 -1 . 

Figures  *1-2  through  4-5  show  that  when  carrier  recovery*  is  provided  by 
decision  feedback  loops  a  reduction  in  demodulation  losses  is  obtained  as  com¬ 
pared  with  results  for  power  loop  implementations.  However,  significant 
imprmement  is  only  obtained  with  QPSK  with  negligible  improvement  noted  with 
BPSK. 

Table  S-l  contains  a  summary  of  permissible  id.  2  dB  maximum  loss 


rati  s  for  two  terminals  and  one  equivalent  satellite  all  conforming  to  the  HT- 
M  1  modulation  phase*  noise'  specifications  (Figure  4-1  >. 


LOSS  Hot 
IdB  i 


INFORMATION 

RATf 


1  idlin'  l-J.  Demodulation  Loss  (dlD, 
Variance,  <r~t  t ,  versus  Information  Bit  Rate 


Ltot,  and  Total  Phase 
R..  (bps),  at  Optimum  B\V 


Tables  D-l  through  D-s  provide  back-up  data  for  the  results  shown  in 

Figures  -4-1  through  1-5.  However,  the  tabulated  results  are  expressed  as  a 

function  of  modulation  bit  rate  R  .  as  compared  to  information  bit  rate  R  , 

mb  r  ib 

shown  in  the  figures  where  the  two  parameters  are  related  as.- 

R. ,  =  H  .  2 

ib  mb 

In  the  tables  the  optimum  bandwidth,  total  phase  noise  variance  and  its 

2 

two  components  (thermally  induced  loop  phase  noise  a"  ^  and  the  untracked 
port  ion  of  the  composite  oscillator  phase  noise  spectrum  a~^)  are  given  as 
a  function  of  the  modulation  bit  rate. 

Also  tabulated  are  the  demodulation  losses  that  would  be  experienced 

when  using  "-level  soft  decision  (3-bit),  rate  1  2,  constraint  length  K  -  7, 

Viterbi  decoding  followed  by  differential  decoding  based  upon  two  different 

approximations  to  the  probabilitv  distribution  of  phase  tracking  error  experi- 

r8] 

on  cod  in  a  PLL.  *  Results  based  on  a  Gaussian  approximation  are  easily 
calculated  hut  are  onlv  valid  for  small  losses  as  shown  in  the  tables  while  the 
results  using  a  Tikhonov  approximation  w  ’  are  valid  when  the  losses  are  less 
than  f>  dB. 

4.2  OPTIMUM  PERFORMANCE  WITH  REALISTIC  TERMINAL  PHASE  NOISE 

4,2.1  Phase  Noise  Synthesized  Using  Comtech  Lab,  ,  Inc.  L-Band  Oscillator, 
Fluke  Frequency  Synthesizer  and  Selected  Atomic  and  Crystal  Standards 

Figure1  4 -5  shows  the  general  structure  for  deriving  a  7SOO-MH/  signal 
from  a  5 -Mil/,  standard  and  Figure  4-7  shows  their  corresponding  single  side¬ 
band  phase  noise  densities  at  7"0<i  MU/.  ** 


•See  Append  lx  A. 

•*U  should  be  noted  that  for  straight  frequency  multiplication,  1  0  log  M"  (dlb 
where  M  new  frequency/ old  frequency  is  added  to  original  specifications 
when  required. 


I'si/i’d  S 
sium  II’ 


The  Hewlett  Packard  HP  50G1  A and  the  Oscilloquartz  SA  B54  0f/1^ 
have  been  chosen  as  representative  of  state  of  the  art  portable  cesium  beam 
standards  and  high  quality  crystal  references,  respectively. 

As  noted  by  Hewlett  Packard,  GO  second  time  constant  operation*  (see 
Figure  4-5)  requires  a  carefully  controlled  environment.  Therefore,  for  field 
operations  the  1  second  time  constant  operation  seems  practical.  Since  it  is 
expected  that  the  optional  (004)  beam  tube  may  be  used  in  the  Phase  II  DSCS, 
results  obtained  here  wall  pertain  only  to  the  optional  004  beam  tube  with  a  1 
second  time  constant. 


At  this  point  in  time  it  is  not  known  whether  the  Oscilloquartz  B54<»<» 
crystal  could  meet  its  specified  performance  (Figure  4-7)  under  field  conditions 
however,  for  the  purpose  of  illustration  it  will  be  assumed  that  these  conditions 
can  be  satisfied  with  adequate  margin. 


A  Fluke  61G0  A/AO  frequency  synthesizer  has  been  chosen  as  representa¬ 
tive  of  high  quality’  synthesizers  and  provides  the  required  flexibility’  with  res¬ 
pect  to  frequency  assignment.  It  is  assumed  that  the  standard  drives  the  synthe 
sizer  and  only  wideband  phase  locking  (£100  kHz)  is  involved  within  the  synthe¬ 
sizer.  In  accord  with  discussions  between  CSC  and  a  Fluke  representative,  and 
as  verified  by  Comtech,  a  three-pole  filter  with  3-dB  corner  frequency  at  JOo 
Hz  exists  within  the  synthesizer. 


Single  sideband  phase  noise  data  for  the  Fluke  synthesizer  has  not  been 
shown  directly  in  Figure  4-7.  However,  it  is  incorporated  in  the  measured 
data' provided  by  measurements  of  a  Comtech  Lab.  L-band  oscillator  driven 
by  a  Fluke  G1G0A,  AO  synthesizer  and  the  measured  data  is  showm  by  the  dotted 
curve  of  Figure  4-7  designated  here  as  Comtech  (Wideband  Mode).'**'  t'sing 
|1G|  and  Fluke  data,  the  dotted  curve  below  frequencies  —100  kHz  is  dominated 
by  synthesizer  noise  and  above  100  kHz  is  dominated  by  L-band  oscillator  noise. 

•This  time  constant  refers  to  the  bandwidth  at  which  the  internal  5 -MHz  crystal 
is  locked  to  the  cesium  beam  tube. 


4-11 


Measured  data  provided  by  Comtech  Inc.  is  valid  in  the  region  10  Hz  - 

1  0  Mil/,  and  since  phase  noise  data  is  required  beyond  10  MHz  it  has  been 

2 

assumed  that  as  a  worst  case  a  phase  noise  floor  exists  at  -152  dB  rad“  Hz. 

In  summary,  two  synthesized  phase  noise  curves  (labelled  "cesium  II" 
ami  "crystal  II"  in  Figure  ^  -7 >  wall  be  evaluated  for  generation  of  7^00  MHz 
frequency  up  conversion  or  down  conversion  chains.  The-  "cesium  II"  curve 
corresponds  to  a  frequence  'onversion  chain  driven  by  the  HP  f>nni  A  with 
optional  <ou4>  cesium  beam  and  with  1  second  time  constant.  The  resultant 
sinule  sideband  phase  noise  is  shown  in  Figure  -1-7  ant)  consists  of  three  sec¬ 
tions  with  frequencies  below  3()U  Hz  dominated  by  the  atomic  standard  fre¬ 
quencies  from  3<)0  Hz-10  MHz  dominated  by  the  synthesizer  L-band  oscillator 
combination  and  above  1 0  MHz  given  by  the  assumed  phase  noise  floor. 

The  second  phase  noise  curve  (designated  "crystal  II"  in  Figure  4-7 i 
corresponds  to  frequency  conversion  driven  by  the  Oscilloquartz  SA  B54oo 
crystal  as  shown  in  Figure  4-G.  The  resultant  single  sideband  "crystal  II" 
phase  noise  curve  consists  of  four  sections  with  frequencies  below  2  Hz  domi¬ 
nated  by  the  crystal  standard,  frequencies  between  2  Hz-300  Hz  being  a  com¬ 
posite*  of  noise  from  Fluke  (31  GOA,  AO  synthesizer  and  crystal  standard  and 
frequencies  above  300  Hz  are  as  described  for  the  "cesium  II”  curve.  ’ 

4,2.2  BPSK  and  (jPSK  System  Performance  Optimization  With  Synthesized 
Phase  Noise  Data 

To  our  knowledge  as  of  March  1974,  single  sideband  phase  noise  curves 
"cesium  II"  and  "crystal  II"  generated  in  Paragraph  4. 2.  1  represent  the  most 
current  estimates  of  terminal  phase1  noise  at  7*00  MHz  w'hich  is  expected  tor 
the  lK*st  terminals  currently  under  consideration  for  operation  in  the  Phase  II 
DSCS.  Therefore  an  extensive  set  of  data  (Figures  4-S  through  4-11  and  TabU 


*A  roman  numeral  II  has  been  used  here  to  differentiate  this  most  recent  data 
from  that  which  appeared  in  a  prior  memorandum. 
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1  itfurr  4-9.  Demodulation  Loss  (dB),  Llop  and  Total  Phase 

Variance.  ,  versus  Information  Bit  Rate,  R  (bps)  at  Optimum  BW 
tot  ib  ^ 
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D-9  through  D-17  has  been  generated  to  indicate  possible  demodulation  perform¬ 
ance  for  the  Phase  II  DSCS. 

Figures  4-S  through  4-11  illustrate  demodulation  losses  as  a  function  of 

information  bit  rate  R..  at  the  optimum  bandwidth  for  two  and  three  times  the 

lb 

indicated  phase  noise  {’’cesium  II”  or  "crystal  II"),  respectively. 

As  before  it  should  be  emphasized  that  the  tabulated  losses  are  a  function 

of  modulation  bit  rate  R  .  while  in  the  figures  the  losses  are  plotted  as  a  func- 

mb 

tion  of  information  bit  rate  R  where  R  .  =R  ,  due  to  the  rate  1  2  coding 

ib  lb  mb,  2 

procedure. 

Results  using  "crystal  11”  phase  noise  are  presented  onl}’  for  the  case  of 
phase  noise  contributed  by  two  terminals  and  one  equivalent  satellite  since 
the  se  results  indicate  that  adequate  performance  (<0.2  dB  loss)  is  achieved 
with  all  configurations  (see  Figure  4-10  and  4-11)  over  the  required  range  of 
data  rates. 

It  should  be  noted  that  results  in  Figures  4-8  through  4-11  do  not  indicate 
a  maximum  information  rate  limitation  within  the  indicated  range  as  experienced 

for  results  obtained  in  Paragraph  4.1  (see  Figures  4-4  and  4-5).  This  result  is 

o 

due  to  the  reduced  phase  noise  floor  of  -153  dB  rad~,  Hz  (Figure  4-7)  for  "cesium 

II"  and  "crystal  IF’  phase  noise  as  compared  to  a  phase  noise  floor  of  -105  dB 
■  ) 

rad"/' Hz  (Figure  4-1)  assumed  for  the  HT-MT  modulation  phase  noise.  Of 

2 

course,  if  the  -153  dB  radVHz  floor  persisted  to  higher  frequencies  and  if  sig¬ 
naling  were  required  at  higher  data  rates  the  same  upward  loss  trend  at  high 
rates  would  be  repeated. 

Minimum  and  maximum  data  rates  possible  for  the  three  terminal  phase 
noise  contribution  either  "cesium  II"  or  "crystal  II"  have  been  summarized  in 
Table  S-l. 

Finally,  since  the  data  in  Figures  4 -s  through  4-11  and  Table  S-l  repre¬ 
sent  demodulation  losses  for  phase  noise  contributed  by  two  terminals  (no 


SECTION  5  -  DEMODULATION  PERFORMANCE  OF  CURRENT 
MODULATION  SYSTEMS  OPERATING  IN  THE  PRESENCE  OF  PHASE 
NOISE  IN  THE  PHASE  II  DSCS 

f>.  1  RADIATION  INC.  BPSK  (MD-921  G) 

Radiation  Inc.  has  recently  designed  a  BPSK  modem  which  is  expected  to 
be  operated  with  the  following  earth  terminals  of  the1  Phase  T1  DSCS: 

1.  MSC-46  ’'Upgrade” 

2.  HT-MT  ” Follow-on” 

3.  TSC-54. 

Since*  each  of  the  above  earth  terminals  are  expected  to  be  operated  with 
Comtech  Lab.  up-  and  down-converters  or  terminals  meeting  the  HT-MT 
phase  noise  specifications,  phase  noise  associated  with  each  terminal  may  be 
adequately  described  bv  the  curves  labeled  modified  HT-MT  of  Figure  4-1  and 
"cesium  II”  or  "crystal  II”  of  Figure  4-7. 

The  Radiation  BPSK  modem  has  been  designed  with  a  power  type  carrier 

recoverv  PLL  with  a  fixed  bandwidth  B  =  175  Hz  and  damping  factor  C  =1.0. 

o 

Figures  5-1  through  5-3  have  been  generated  to  indicate  expected  performance 
of  this  modem  operating  in  conjunction  with  soft*  Yiterbi  decoding  in  the  presence 
of  the  modified  HT-MT  Type  ’’cesium  II”  and  ‘  crystal  II”  oscillator  phase  noise 
densities.  Tables  D-18  through  D-23  contain  the  numerical  support  for  these 
figures. 

As  in  the  preceding  sections,  data  rates  listed  in  the  tables  are  expressed 

as  modulation  bit  rate  R  „  while  the  data  rates  shown  in  the  figures  are  infor- 

mb 

mation  bit  rate  where  R.,  -  R  ,  !2  (see  Figure  2-lU 

lb  mb 


See  note  1  of  Annex. 
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Figure  5-1.  Radiation  Inc.  MD-921G  BPSK  Demodulation  Loss  (dB).  L 
ind  Total  Phase  Variance,  <j-A  ,  versus  Information  Bit  Rate.  R  ,  (bps).  I 
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Figure  5-2.  Radiation  Inc.  MD-921G  BPSK  Demodulation  Loss  (dB), 
xnd  Total  Phase*  Variance,  cr"  versus  Information  Bit  Rate,  R.k(bps),  B 
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Figure  5-3.  Radiation  Inc.  MD-921G  BPSK  Demodulation  Loss  (dB),  Ltot,  and 
Total  Phase  Variance,  a?  versus  Information  Bit  Rate.  R.,  (bps),  b<p~  175  Hz 


It  may  be  noted  in  Figures  5-1  through  5-3  that  a  0.  707  PLL  damping 
factor  has  been  used  to  generate  expected  system  performance  data  even  though 
it  has  been  stated  that  the  Radiation  modem  has  a  PLL  damping  factor  of  1.  0. 

This  change  was  effected  here  solely  to  reduce  the  costs  associated  with  com¬ 
puter  integration  of  Equation  3-lOb.  As  stated  in  |11],  a  considerable  increase 
in  computation  cost  is  required  for  PLL  damping  factors  besides  0.707.  A 
comparison  of  curves  of  Figures  5-2  and  5-4  (see  also  Tables  D-22  and  D-2-b 
indicate  that  only  a  small  improvement  in  demodulation  performance  is  obtained 
with  a  PLL  damping  factor  of  0.  707  as  compared  to  a  PLL  with  damping  factor 
of  1.  0.  Although  differences  in  performance  are  small  for  loops  with  these 
two  damping  factors  at  the  specified  bandwidth,  results  are  in  accord  with 
expected  performance  from  a  mean  squared  error  criterion,  that  is,  that  optimum 
performance  is  obtained  with  a  damping  factor  of  0.707. 

Perusal  of  Figures  5-1  through  5-3  indicate  that  adequate  demodulation 
performance  (less  than  0.2  dB  loss)  is  achieved  only  when  data  rates  are  above 
3600  bps. 


5.2  MAGNA  VOX  RESEARCH  LAB.,  INC.  (MRL)  USC-28  BPSK  SPREAD 

SPECTRUM  SYSTEM 

5.2.1  General 

MRL’s  USC-28  is  a  BPSK  spread  spectrum  system  which  consists  of  the 
following  basic  subsystems;  Link  Order  Wire  Channel  Data  Receive 

Transmit  (RT),  and  a  Critical  Control  Circuit  (CCC). 

Preceding  analyses  in  this  paper  have  neglected  demodulation  losses  due 
to  phenomenon  other  than  imperfect  carrier  phase  estimation.  That  is,  losses 
such  as  those  due  to  imperfect  PSK  symbol  timing  have  been  neglected.  There¬ 
fore,  as  a  continuation  of  this  simplified  analysis  for  the  USC-28,  losses  due 
to  improper  PN  code  tracking  will  also  be  neglected  and  only  those  losses  due 
to  imperfect  carrier  phase  estimation  will  be  calculated. 

Neglecting  PN  modulation,  Figure  5-3  shows  a  simplified  version  of  the 
time  and  power  shared  configuration  of  the  LOW  and  R /T  channels  assumed  in 
the  analysis  of  the  following  sections.  The  CCC  is  a  separate  control  circuit 
(not  shown  in  Figure  5-5). 

A  complete  analysis  of  the  USC-28  from  a  phase  noise  point  of  view  is 
provided  in  (1  ]»  Our  main  purpose  here  will  be  to  provide  a  simplified  system 
analysis  which  will  provide  the  basis  for  a  USC-28  phase  noise  specification  as 
discussed  in  the  summary  section  and  Section  6.  We  shall  also  briefly  indicate 
expected  system  performance  of  the  USC-28  operated  with  the  HT-MT  (AN  MSC-00) 
terminal  and  the  MSC-4G  upgrade  terminal  as  compared  to  the  results  described 
in  III  for  an  improved  version  of  the  AN  ASC-1S  terminal. 

5.2.2  Phase  Noise  Fffects  in  the  USC-28 


In  Figure  5-5  it  is  shown  that  the  LOW  channel  and  R-T  channel  operate 
on  a  power  shared  basis  and  that  carrier  phase  estimates  are  derived  from  the 
LOW  and  used  for  demodulation  of  data  on  the  R-T  channel.  As  indicated  in  the 
figure,  two  models  of  the  USC-28  which  are  currently  under  discussion  arc  the 
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Advanced  Development  Model  (ADM)  and  the  Engineering  Development  Model 
(FDM).  For  the  purpose  of  our  discussion,  the  difference  between  these  two 
models  is  that  the  EDM  LOW  has  Hamming  (1G,  11)  coding  for  forward  error 
control  FEC  and  operates  at  a  fixed  BPSK  symbol  rate  of  150  S7S  while  the 
ADM  does  not  have  FFC  and  operates  at  a  fixed  rate  of  75  S/  S  (or  equivalently 
75  bps). 

The  R  T  channel  on  both  ADM  and  EDM  is  convolutionally  encoded'  and 
has  variable  data  rates,  the  lowest  being  75  bps  (or  equivalent  150  S/Si. 

The  TDMA  duty  factor  switch  is  adjusted  to  provide  the  best  power  tradeoff 
between  LOW  and  R/T  as  a  function  of  R  T  data  rate.  As  in  preceding  analyses, 
to  determine  demodulation  performance,  we  must  calculate  carrier  phase 

9 

reference  qualitv  defined  as  the  total  phase  error  variance  cr*-  .  As  before,  the 

9  '  2  t0t 

quantity  cr  is  the  sum  of  a  phase  error  variance  cr  due  to  thermal  noise  and 
tot  9  th 

a  phase  error  variance  cr^  due  to  the  untracked  portion  of  the  phase  noise 

process  on  the  received  signal.  Since  carrier  phase  estimates  are  obtained 

from  the  LOW,  the  thermally  induced  phase  error  variance  is  easily  calculated 

given  the  LOW  energy  per  modulation  symbol  "noise  density  (E  /N  L  ,  LOW 
*  *  ms  o  L 

modulation  symbol  rate  (R  L  ,  LOW  carrier  tracking  bandwidth  Bf, ,  and  the 

ms  L  v 

appropriate  modulation  removal  loss  factor  Calculation  of  the  phase  er**or 

9 

variance  cr^  is,  however,  not  as  obvious  here  as  in  prior  analyses.  For  the 
pn 

purpose  of  demodulation  on  the  R/T  data  channel,  the  phase  error  variance 

2 

( <r~  l  is  due  to  phase  noise  in  the  frequency  band  if  to  R  )  when  f  is 
pn  I)  <  n  ms  D  2  (  n 

the  LOW  PLL  corner  frequency  and  (R  )  ,  is  one  half  the  R  T  PSK  symbol 

ms  D  2 

rate.  As  discussed  in  Section  3,  the  upper  frequency  limitation  is  the  result  of 

using  integrate  and  dump  filtering  which  effectively  suppresses  high  frequency 

phase  reference  estimation  errors.  On  the  other  hand,  the  phase  error  variance 
2 

(cr  )  due  to  phase  noise  on  the  LOW  is  the  result  of  phase  noise  in  the  frequency 
pn  L 

band  If  to  (R  )  ,  J.  Therefore,  if  <R  )  =  (R  )  as  in  the  lowest  FDM 

in  ms  L  2  *  ms  L  ms  D 


*  See  Note  1  of  the  Annex. 


. .  dPHf 


2  2 

R  T  data  rate  then  (cr  )T  -  (cr  Lx.  However,  at  higher  R/T  data  rates 
pn  L  pn  D 

(R  >  (R  ).  which  gives  (<x2  )_  £  (cr  )f  so  that  the  total  phase  error 

ms  D  ms  L  pn  D  pn  L  r 

variances  for  R/T  data  and  LOW  are  such  that  ( a ^  >  (cr  )  . 

tot  D  tot  L 

Thus,  if  one  were  to  judge  demodulation  performance  in  the  R/T  channel, 

based  solely  upon  carrier  tracking  performance  on  the  LOW,  severe  errors 

could  occur  because  of  the  failure  to  account  for  the  additional  phase  noise  in 

the  frequency  band  /(R  to  (R  )  l. 

\  ms  2  L  ms/2  Dj 

5,2.3  Performance  of  the  USC-28  Operating  with  Terminals  of  the  Phase  II  DSCS 

A  complete  analysis  of  the  USC-28  operating  with  an  airborne  ANT/ASC-18 
terminal  is  given  in  [l].  The  reference  gives  a  complete  description  of 
demodulation  performance  assuming  that  phase  noise  improvements  are 
made  to  the  AN/ASC-18  terminal.  It  was  shown  that  the  most  critical  perfor¬ 
mance  requirements  on  carrier  phase  estimation  performance  (and,  therefore 
R  T  demodulation  performance)  occurred  at  the  lowest  R/T  data  rates,  where 
the  phase  noise  of  the  improved  AN  7ASC-18  terminal  is  similar  to  that  of  the 
cesium  II  curve  of  Figure  4-7.  Since  the  cesium  II  phase  noise  is  expected  for 
HT-MT  (AN/MSC-60)  and  upgraded  MSC-46  terminals,  performance  at  low  data 
rates  with  these  terminals  will  be  similar  to  that  shown  in  [1]  for  the  AN/ASC-18 
terminal.  At  high  data  rates,  the  cesium  II  phase  noise  performance  is  better 
than  that  of  the  improved  AN/ASC-18;  therefore,  at  high  data  rates  performance 
of  the  CSC -28  with  the  HT-MT  and  upgraded  MSC-46  will  be  better  than  that 
shown  in  11] . 
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5.3  RAYTHEON  INC.  TDM  A  (EDM) 

[17] 

5  3.  1  General 

The  Raytheon  EDM  TDMA  currently  being  procured  by  USASATCOMA  is 
a  burst  coherent  form  of  TDMA  with  a  preamble  preceding  each  data  burst 
transmission  whic  h  contains  the*  residual  carrier  and  bit  timing  references 
to  maintain  gated  carrier  and  bit  timing  tracking  loops  in  appropriate  synchro¬ 
nization,  within  a  certain  minimum  mean  square  phase  error  criterion.  The 
frame  structure  and  the  basic  carrier  tracking  demodulation  and  decoding 
techniques  arc  depicted  in  Figure  5-6.  Figure  5- 6(a)  showfs  the  TDMA  frame 
composed  of  n  bursts  originating  from  a  network  of  n  earth  terminals  each 
transmitting  a  burst  of  data.  Each  burst  includes  guard  time,  preamble  time, 
and  subbursts  representing  individual  basebands  and  subburst  tail -off  time. 

The  subburst  tail-off  time  results  from  the  desire  to  share  a  single  error 
encoder  and  error  decoder  with  time  sequential  subbursts  of  data.  The  single 
encoder  must  be  ,'flushed,,  and  returned  to  a  reference  condition  before 
encoding  the  next  subburst  of  data  bits.  This  results  in  time  in  the  burst  that 
is  unusable  for  sending  data.  The  preamble  is  composed  of  a  subburst  of 
unmodulated  carrier  for  carrier  reference  recovery  and  a  subburst  of  modulated 
(alternate  ’'ones”  and  ’’zeros”)  carrier  for  bit  timing  reference  recovery.  The 
functional  demodulator  detail  necessary  for  understanding  the  problem  is 
shown  in  Figure  5-6(bj.  TDMA  frame,  burst  and  subburst  timing  are  deri\ed 
(by  other  circuits  not  shown  in  Figure  5-6(b))  and  made  to  gate  tracking  loops 
at  the  appropriati  u*s  to  jx^rmit  ’’sampled  data”  burst  coherent  recovery  o! 
both  carrier  and  bit  timing  references  to  enable  efficient  coherent  demodulation 
of  data  subbursts.  The  recovered  carrier  reference  multiplies  the  modulated 
arm  r  at  the  appropriate  times  to  demodulate  the  desired  subbursts.  This 
*  nr.  is  followed  by  matched  filtering  (integrate  and  dump)  the  nois\  data 
*  i*  •  analog  to  digital  conversion  (for  soft  decision).  The  soft  decision 
/and  Irom  burst  rate  down  to  an  aggregate  rate  and  decoded  by  a 
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5'  3.2  Impact  of  Phase  Noise  Upon  TDMA  System  Performance 

One  of  the  most  useful  measures  of  system  periormance  for  a  TDM  A  system 
is  TDM  A  frame  efficiency  r)  given  by  the*  following  equation: 


where  T  =  total  frame  overhead 


T  -  total  frame  duration 

r 


How  ex  er  YDMA  tranie  oxerhead  is  a  function  of  many  parameters  as  shown 
b\  the  lol  lowing  equation; 

n  n 

Toi.  "V  .2  W  £  TTO(11  <5-2' 

1=1  1=1 

where  T  =  guard  time  between  bursts 

R 

t  h 

T  (i)  -  preamble  time  for  i  burst 
T  (i>  =  subburst  tail -off  time  for  burst. 

It  may  easily  be  seen  that  network  size  n  and  connectivity  will  have  a 
profound  influence  on  frame  efficiency.  In  addition,  for  networks  with  various 
size  terminals  required  preamides  T  (i)  can  be  considerably  different  depending 
upon  terminal  G  T.  Since  the  number  ol  parameters  which  can  be  varied  for 
this  type  of  sxstem  is  quite  large  and  since  our  main  interest  in  this  paper  is  to 
indicate  expected  demodulation  periormance  ol  a  TDMA  system  operating  in 
the  presence  ol  oscillator  phase  noise,  the  scope  ol  the  problem  will  bo 
restricted  by  the*  following  assumptions: 

1.  A  maximum  of  2-3  percent  loss  in  frame  efficiency  is  allocated  to 
that  part  ol  preamble  time  reserved  lor  residual  carrier  tracking 
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2  The  preceding  frame  efficiency  loss  is  to  be  alloc  ated  equally  between 
20-30  earth  terminals. 

Demodulation  losses  will  be  based  solely  upon  a  0.  2-dB  loss  due  to 
imperfect  carrier  phase  tracking.  All  other  demodulation  losses 
including  those  due  to  symbol  timing  error  are  neglected  as  in  the 
analysis  of  preceding  sections. 

D  Demodulation  losses  are  based  upon  the  assumption  of  soft  decision 
(3  bin  rate  1  2.  constraint  length  7,  Viterbi  decoding  followed  be 
differential  decoding.  From  the  analysis  of  preceding  sections  and 
References  2  and  8,  it  is  easily  seen  that  carrier  phase  reference 
error  variances  of  approximately  -15  dB  and  ~  -26  dB  are  required 
for  coded  operation  with  BPSK  and  QPSK.  respectively. 

-  (T.  R.  )  =  1200  frames  per  second 

Assumptions  1  and  2  translate  to  a  required  duty  factor  of  0.  001  for 
residual  carrier  tracking  preamble  time. 

„  has  boon  shown  ^  that  a  gated  PLL  will  beta™  similar  to  a  continuously 
tracking  PLL  «  the  effective  loop  time  constant  is  much  larger  than  the  TDM  \ 
frame  duration  and  if  the  gain  in  the  gated  PLL  Is  increased  by  the  duty  factor 


d'1.  Mathematically  this  may  be  stated  as 


[1  -  cl) 

1  .  U. 


1 


when 


-  carrier  preamble  dutv  factor 


5-1-1 


ft 
■  * 

f 

[ 


T  -  carrier  preamble  time  duration 
CPA 

and  (gu1  •  I  )  nrt‘  the  equivalent  continuous  PLL  (natural  radian  frequency 
damping  factor). 

Therefore,  Equation  3-10  (a,b)  may  be  used  to  calculate  PLL  earner 

tracking  error  variance  provided  the  energy  per  symbol  to  noise  (E  /N  j  is 

replaced  bv  its  averaged  value  over  the  TDM  A  frame  duration  (E  /N  ) 

s  o  A\ 

where  (E  /N  )  -  dT  C/N  where  C  is  the  received  carrier  power  and 

s  o  AY  s  o 

T  equals  duration  of  each  PSK  symbol  in  the  received  burst, 

s 

Figures  5*7  through  5-12  (see  also  Tables  D-25  through  D-4 6)  show 
expected  demodulation  performance  for  the  Raytheon  EDM  TDMA  system 
using  a  100-Hz  carrier  tracking  PLL  bandwidth  and  optimum  PLL  bandwidth. 
Operation  is  assumed  in  the  presence  of  oscillator  phase  noise  contributed 
b\  two  and  three  terminals  of  the  following  types: 

1.  Modified  HT-MT  (Figure  4-1) 

2.  ’’Cesium  11”  (Figure  4-7) 

3.  ’’Crystal  II”  (Figure  4-7). 

The  reader  is  reminded  that  all  references  to  ’’bits”  in  the  tables  refer 
to  ’’modulation  bits”  while  in  the  figures  the  term  ’’bits”  refer  to  ’’information 
bits,”  Thus,  due  to  the  rate*  of  1/2  coding,  the  following  relationships  hold. 


R ,  =  R  J2 

lb  mb 


and  E../N  =  E  /N  -  3  (dB) 
ib  o  mb  o 


where 


R_k  Information  bit  rate  (information  bps) 

R  i 

mb 


Modulation  bit  rate  (modulation  bps) 


Tables  S-3  (a)  and  ( b )  summarize  the  minimum  and  maximum  allowable 
Raytheon  TDMA  data  rates  when  used  with  possible  phase  noise  contributions 
expected  in  the  Phase  11  DSCS.  Table  S-3  (a)  shows  these  results  when  a 
constant  PLL  noise  bandwidth  of  100  Hz  (one  sided)  is  used  and  Table  s-3  <bi 
shows  results  when  an  optimum  PLL  bandwidth  is  chosen  as  a  function  of  data 
rate.  These  tables  (and  Figures  5-7  through  5-12)  show  that  dramatic  im¬ 
provements  in  performance  are  obtained  when  an  optimum  PLL  noise  band¬ 
width  is  used.  They  also  show' that  the  additional  complexity  of  a  variable 
bandwidth  PLL  is  well  justified  based  on  demodulation  improvements. 
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Figure  5-7.  Raytheon  inc.  BPSK  TDMA  Demodulation  Loss  (dB),  L^,  a 
Total  Phase  Variance,  <r2  tot,  versus  Information  Bit  Rate,  Rjb(bps) 
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igure  fj - 1 Raytheon  Inc*.  QPSK  TDMA  Demodulation  Loss  (dB),  L - 
Total  Phase  Variance,  rr^  ,  versus  Information  Bit  Rate,  R  (bpsi 


SECTION  (\  -  PHASF  NOISE  SPECIFIC ATIONS  FOR  TERMINALS  OF  TUI  DSCS 


G.  1  ANALYTICAL  STUDY 

All  of  the  preceding  performance  analyses  were  based  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  of  a  known  or  specified  oscillator  phase  noise  spectral  density.  Because 
system  performance  results  depend  primarily  on  the  area  under  the  phase 
noise  densitv  curve  between  the  PEL  corner  frequence  and  the  PSK  symbol  rate, 
it  is  possible  to  specify  an  infinite  number  of  phase  noise  spectra  which  will 
meet  certain  performance  criteria.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  arc  to  devise  a 
phase  noise  specification  that  will  ensure  stated  ^ystern  performance  measure, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  particular  shape  has  only  secondary  influence 
on  the  performance.  Only  the  total  phase  noise  power  from  the  comer  fre¬ 
quency  of  the  loop  to  one-half  the  symbol  rate  is  of  concern.  Therefore,  it  is 
logical  and  convenient  to  set  standards  for  the  maximum  phase  noise  power  in  a 
given  band.  Since  most  frequency  sources  show  phase  noise  characteristic  s 

f  s  with  the  exponent  s  ranging  from  1  to  3,  the  most  critical  characteristic 
-3 

f  may  be  assumed  in  determining  the  frequency  band  to  be  specified.  Then, 
whatever  the  actual  phase  noise  characteristic  may  be,  the  total  phase  noise 
variance  can  be  met. 

Stated  more  explicitly,  if  the  phase  noise  specification  is  based  on  an 
f  ^  phase  noise  characteristic  about  the  loop  corner  frequence  f  and  if  f 
phase  noise  is  actually  experienced,  the  total  phase  noise  variance  can  be 
lowered  relative  to  its  specified  value,  provided  s9<  s^.  (We  will  prove  thi< 
for  s-values  larger  than  1  since  we  can  infer  about  s  £  1  by  continuity.  )  It 
can  be  verified  as  follows.  If  the  phase  noise  variance  in  the  band  specified 
bv  assuming  f  1  phase  noise  equals  the  phase  noise  variance  for  f  -  phase 
noise  then  from  Equation  (3-31)  we  have 
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is  monotone  an<t  increasing  for  s<  s  •  Thus  we  can  conclude  that  f  phase 

1  - 1  -2 

noise  is  more  critical  than  for  example  f  or  f  . 


*It  follows  that  f(si  has  these  properties  because  the  derivative  of'  f(s>  is 
positive  for  1  <  s<  as  shown  in  Appendix  B. 
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Based  on  I  hi*  assumption  that  wo  n  n*  faced  with  an  f  *  phase  noise  charac¬ 


teristic,  the  resulting  phase  noise  variance’  from  the  band  f  to  “*  is  given  bv 
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Equating  t hi ^  with  the  contribution  due  to  f  phase  noise  in  Equation  (3-20),  it 
implies  that  when  using  a  PEI,  with  a  matched  filter  processor  the  lower  band 
frequency  should  he  set  t * > 
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Furthermore,  if  \vi-  set  the  upper  band  limit  to  R  2.  the  phase  error  variance, 


dm*  to  phase  noise  i powon  in  the  band  <f^,  R^  2 > ,  will  give  an  upper  l>ound  to  the 


minimum  achievable  phase  noise  variance  according  to  Equation  <3-2(b  iregard- 
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.  or  f  '  phase  noise  is  dominntingi. 


From  1 2)  and  |s]  it  is  known  that  to  prevent  more  than  0.2  dB  in  equivalent 
power  loss,  due  to  phase  noise  at  the  decision  point,  it  will  be-  necessary  that 


phase  noise  variance  o~  -  -15  dR  from  BPSK  and  cxw  -2s  dB  for  QPSK  when 

tot  #  tot 

coding  is  used.  Assuming  an  f  1  phase  noise  characteristic,  the  system  should 


be  designed  such  that  two-thirds  of  the  total  phase  noise  variance  <x~  is  dut 

tot 


to  the  phase -locked  loop  variance  caused  by  the  additive  Gaussian  noise.  That 
is,  the  equivalent  power  loss  requirement  translates  into  the  loop  phase  noi<e 
\  a  nances . 
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At  the  operation  point  E  /N  =  E  t/N  r  1.3  (IB  for  rate  1/2  coder!  BPSK 

s  o  mb  o 

and  E  N  -  E  _/N  +  3  =■  4.3  cl B  for  coded  QPSK.  Furthermore,  from  Table 
s  o  mb  o 

A- 1  (taken  from  |8]>  the  values  of  the  degradation  factor  are  given  lx>th  lor 

decision-feedback  (DF)  and  matched  filter  (MF  power  loop  implementation-  >, 

• » 

Thus,  given  cr~  E  /N  and  we  can  calculate  the  corresponding  B.0  U 
tn  s  o  r  v  s 

ratio  using  Equation  (0-7)  and,  using  f  =  B^/4.3,  determine  the  corresponding 
frequency  specification  band  (f  R  /  2)  for  a  given  PSK  symbol  rate  R^.  This 
has  been  carried  out  and  the  general  algorithmic  structure  has  been  presented 
in  Fable  0-1  and  a  specific  set  of  frequency  bands  was  given  in  Table  S-4  and 
Figure  S-l.  Note1  that  the  power  loop  implementation  will  specify  wider  bands, 
which  means  that  a  prescribed  phase  noise  variance  (power)  requirement  will  be 
harder  to  meet.  (The  last  band  for  =80  M  symbols  per  second  has  been  modi¬ 
fied  and  extended  down  to  23  Hz  since  it  refers  to  the  TDMA  operation.  I’se  of 
a  loop  having  a  noise  bandwidth  of  100  Hz  has  been  suggested.  ^ 

Having  determined  the  frequency  bands  that  are  related  to  the  data  rates, 

wc  must  now  determine  the  allowable  phase  noise  power  in  these  bands.  In 

Table  1-3  the1  maximum  phase  noise  power  in  a  particular  band  is  given  for  a 

I  s  ] 

set  of  equivalent  power  loss*  values  using  the  Gaussian  loss  approximation. 

The  table  also  distributes  the  total  phase  noise  contributions  on  two  and  three 
terminals.  The  two-terminal  case  is  applicable  when  the  satellite  has  a  neg¬ 
ligible  phase  noise  contribution,  and  it  is  assumed  that  the  transmitting  and 
receiving  terminals  have  equal  contributions.  The  three -terminal  case  assum.es 
the  satellite  has  a  contribution  equal  to  one  of  the  terminals. 

An  example  of  the  use  of  the  preceding  techniques  for  generating  a  phase 
noise  specif ication  is  given  in  Paragraph  6.2.  Phase  noise  specifications  for 
the  AN  MSC-00  (HT)  ’’follow -on”  and  the  AN/  MSG-46  ’  upgrade”  are  gi\en  in 
Tables  1  and  1-7,  respectively. 

*A  word  of  caution:  It  is  impossible  to  satisfy  demodulation  loss  criteria  (mini¬ 
mum  MSE)  while  simultaneously  having  inadequate  carrier  tracking  loop  cycle 
skipping  performance.  Criteria  for  these  parameters  must  also  be  satisfied 
in  any  system  analysis. 


G.  2.  APPLICATIONS 


0,2.1  General 


Terminal  phase  noise  specification  designed  for  BPSK  systems  in  the 
PSCS  are  derived  using  the  following  assumptions: 

1.  Rate  1  2,  constraint  length  7,  convolutional  encoding  with  soft 
decision  (2-bit)  Vitcrhi  decoding  is  used  (see  Table  l-5>. 

2.  Maximum  allowable  demodulation  loss  to  the  imperfect  carrier  pha-e 
estimation  is  <  0.2  dB  (see  Table  1-5). 

3.  Equal  phase  noise  contribution  from  terminal  transmitter,  terminal 
receiver  and  satellite  (see  Table  1-5). 

4.  Conservative  case;  systems  will  use  matched  filter  power  loops  for 
carrier  phase  estimation  (see  Table  6-1). 

0.2.2  BPSK  System  Specifications 

In  addition  to  the  assumptions  listed  in  the  preceding  section,  specific 
equipments  notably  the  Radiation  BPSK  MD-921G  modem  have  the  following 
PSK  symbol  rate  limitations: 

32  Ksps  -  10  Msps 

Using  Table  6-1  and  the  assumptions  in  Paragraph  0.2.1,  the  followinu 
two  frequency  bands  may  be  derived  using  the  lowest  and  highest  BPSK  symbol 


rates : 


(145  Hz  -  10  kHz) 


(45.  5  kHz  -  5  Mil/.) 


That  is,  {  f  ,  It 


It  , 

-t  ha 


I’sing  Table  1-4  note  that  in  each  of  the  preceding  bands  the  total  phase 
noise  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received  carrier  should  not  exceed  -2*1.  a 

o 

d B  rad“  to  keep  demodulation  losses,  due  to  errors  in  carrier  phase  estima¬ 
tion  ,  <  0.2  dB.  Since  the  above  described  modem  may  be  used  for  any 
BPSK  symbol  rate  within  the  stated  limits,  a  complete  specification  would 
require  additional  overlapping  specification  bands.  This  composite  phase 
noise  specification  (overlapping  bands)  may  easily  be  satisfied  by  state  <-f  the 
art  designs.  Therefore  a  simplified,  but  slightly  more  stringent  single  band 
specification  which  is  still  easily  achieved  by  state  of  the  art  techniques  is 
given  bv  the  following: 

BPSK  Specification 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received 
carrier,  including  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signals  from 
both  sides  of  the  carrier,  shall  be  at  least  25  dB  below  the  carrier 
level  when  measured  in  a  band  145  Hz  to  5  MHz  from  the  carrier 
frequency. 

In  the  preceding  specification  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  use  language  and 
style  suited  to  actual  equipment  specifications. 

6.2.2  QPSK  System  Specifications 

Techniques  analogous  to  those  used  for  BPSK  are  used  to  derive  QP<K 
phase  noise  specifications. 

For  the  DSCS,  QPSK  symbol  rates  are  expected  within  the  ranges 
(32  Ksps  -  40  Msps) 

From  Table  6-1  and  the  assumptions  of  Paragraph  6.2.1  a  series  of  oxer- 

M 

lapping  specif ieation  bands  (f  ,  R  2)  where  —  /f 

os  2/0 


2S5o  may  lx'  derived. 


Then  using  Table  1-4  and  the  same  set  of  assumptions,  the  following 
specifications  may  be  derived  forQPSK  signaling. 

QPSK  Specification 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received 
carrier,  including  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signals  from 
both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be  at  least  37.  5  dB  below  the  carrier 
level  when  measured  in  the  following  bands; 

5  Hz  to  l(i  Hi  from  the  carrier  frequency 
20  Hz  to  76  kHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 
200  Hz  to  0.  6  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 
1.7  kHz  to  5  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency 
7  kHz  to  20  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency. 

6.  2.  4  Phase  Noise  Specifications  for  MRUs  USC-28  BPSK  Spread  Spectrum 

The  USC-28  may  essentially  be  treated  as  a  modified  BPSK  system 
after  the  PN  sequence  has  been  removed  as  discussed  in  Paragraph  5.2.3  of  this 
report.  Carrier  phase  estimates  are  derived  from  the  LOW,  Worst  case  oper¬ 
ation  (from  a  phase  noise  point  of  view)  is  a  rate  1/2  coded  LOW  at  150  BPSK 

symbols  per  second  and  an  E  /N  -1.3  dB  (energy  per  modulation  symbol 

s  o 

noise  density).  If  the  R/T  channel  operates  at  150  BPSK  symbols  per  second 
with  an  E  /N  =  1.  3  dB  the  carrier  phase  estimation  problem  is  equivalent  to 
that  for  an  ordinary’  150  BPSK  symbol  rate  system. 

Thus  the  following  frequency  band  (f  ,  R  /2)  derived  as  in  Paragraph  6.2.  2 

o  s 

R  / 

(.  C»  -  75  Hz. )  where  — 7—  /  f  =110. 

2/0 

Using  Table  1-4  and  the  assumption  of  Paragraph  6.2.1,  the  total  phase 

noise  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received  carrier  should  not  exceed  -24.5  dB 
2  2 

rad  -25  dB  rad  to  keep  demodulation  losses  due  to  errors  in  carrier  phase 
estimation  <  0.2  dB. 


6-8 


As  noted  in  Paragraph  5.2.3,  even  at  high  data  rates  the  carrier  phase 
estimate  was  derived  from  the  LOW  which  was  constrained  (in  rate  1/2  coded 


operation)  to  operate  at  a  150  BPSK  symbol  per  second  rate.  Operation  at  the 

highest  BPSK  symbol  rate  (5  msps)  means  that  the  effective  phase  noise  band 

is  stretched  to  become  (0.0  Hz-2.5  Mil/.).  However,  operation  of  the  l’SC-2* 

is  such  that  at  the  high  data  rates  so  much  additional  power  is  added  to  the  LOW 

(Eg  N  >>1.3  dB)  that  losses  due  to  thermally  induced  errors  in  carrier  phase 

estimation  become  negligible.  Thus,  from  Table  S-5  the  total  error  variance 

a  A  -  -15  dB  rad“  for  a  0.  2  dB  demodulation  loss  may  be  assumed  to  be 
tot 

caused  by  untracked  oscillator  phase  noise  and  distributed  equally  (13  allo- 

2 

cation  or  -4,  77  dB)  to  give  -19.77  rad  for  each  of  the  up-  and  down -converters 
and  the  satellite.  Thus,  the  following  terminal  phase  noise  specification  is  gen¬ 
erated  for  terminals  operating  with  the  USC-28  BPSK  spread  spectrum  system. 

Specification  for  USC-28 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received 
carrier,  including  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signals,  shall 
not  exceed  conditions  specified  in  the  following  paragraphs. 

1,  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be 
at  least  25  dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  a  band 
0.6  Hz  to  75  Hz  from  the  carrier  frequency, 

2.  Total  spurious  content  from  both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be 
at  least  20  dB  below  the  carrier  level  when  measured  in  a  band 
0.6  Hz  to  2.5  MHz  from  the  carrier  frequency. 

0.2.5  Phase  Noise  Specifications  for  Raytheon  lnc.?s  Burst  Coherent  TOMA 

As  discussed  in  Paragraph  5.3  of  this  report  the  100  Hz  carrier  tracking 
PLL  bandwidth  for  the  TDMA  system  is  constrained  to  much  less  than  the 
TL)MA  frame  rate  independent  of  the  actual  BPSK  or  QPSK  symbol  rate.  The 


most  c  ritical  (i.e.  ,  largest)  frequency  band  may  therefore  be  derived  by  using 
the  highest  QPSK  symbol  rate  of  80  msps  and  Equation  (6-7/.  The  TDMA  band 
is  thus  (23  Hz-40  MHz)  or  {B^/4.3,  R  /2}  where  100  Hz. 

Using  Table  S-4  the  following  specification  is  derived  for  QRSK  TDMA 
where  demodulation  losses  due  to  imperfect  carrier  phase  estimation  arc 
^  0.2  dB. 


Phase  Noise  Specifications  for  Raytheoo  Inc.  TDMA 

The  total  spurious  content  added  to  any  transmitted  or  received 
carrier  including  phase  noise  and  discrete  spurious  signal  from 
both  sides  of  the  carrier  shall  be  at  least  37.  5  dB  below  the  carrier 
level  when  measured  in  a  band  23  Hz-40  MHz  from  the  carrier 
frequency. 

<>.2.0  Summary 

In  Paragraph  ti.2  phase  noise  specifications  have  been  presented  for  vari¬ 
ous  equipment  expected  to  be  operational  in  the  DSCS.  Since  the  AN,  MSC-du 
(HT)  follow-on  earth  terminal  is  expected  to  work  with  all  or  some  modified 
version  of  the  preceding  equipment,  all  of  the  specifications  of  Paragraph  0.2 
must  be  equalled  or  exceeded  by  this  earth  terminal. 

Deleting  all  but  the  most  stringent  specifications  gives  the  proposed 
specification  on  phase  noise  for  the  follow-on  AN  MSC-60  (HT)  earth  terminal 
shown  in  'Fable 

<i.  3  PHASE  NOISE  SPECIFICATIONS  FOR  THE  AN  MSC-46  "UPGRADE” 

Preceding  derivations  of  phase  noise  specifications  for  the  AN  MSC-oo 
(HT  )  follow-on  included  all  contributions  to  phase  noise  on  the  transmitted 
or  received  signal  including  the  effects  of  the  frequency  standard  which  is  the 
basic  source  of  all  frequencies  in  the  terminal.  However,  the  AN  MSC-4D 
upgrade  will  be  based  on  terminal  designs  for  which  the  frequency  standard 


will  be  government  furnished  equipment  (GFF)  procured  under  separate 


contract. 

Therefore  a  sub-system  phase  noise  specification  must  be  generated  lor 
terminal  designs  excluding  the  effects  of  a  frequency  standard.  Of  course 
these  subsystem  phase  noise  specifications  must  be  consistent  with  total  phase 
noise  specifications  on  terminals  with  a  frequency  standard. 

Considerable  difficulty  is  experienced  when  attempting  to  allocate  phase 
noise  between  the  terminal  itself  and  its  frequency  standard.  This  diflicult;. 
occurs  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  phase  noise  due  to  the  standard  dominates  at 
very  low  frequencies  while  phase  noise  due  to  the  terminal  dominates  at 
higher  frequencies  because  the  crossover  frequency  between  these  two  phase 
noise  sources  is  a  function  of  very  specific  equipment  designs. 

However,  discussions  with  both  a  Fluke  representative  and  Comtech 
proved  that  Fluke’s  G160  A/AO  synthesizer  has  a  3-pole  200  Hz  low  pass 
filter  which  filters  phase  noise  due  to  the  frequency  standard  beyond  this  point. 

Since  the  Flukv  synthesizer  is  an  integral  part  of  the  AN  MSC-4G  upgrade 
design  we  can  state  that  phase  noise  due  to  the  standard  will  dominate  at 
frequencies  below  200  Hz  while  phase  noise  due  to  the  terminal  itself  wiU 
dominate  at  frequencies  above  200  Hz. 

The  terminal  phase  noise  specifications  for  the  AN  MSC-4G  upgrade 
shown  in  Table  S-7  is  seen  to  be  a  modification  of  the  phase  noise  specilicatioi^ 
to r  t hi  AN  MS(  -GO  (HT)  follow-on  (Table  S-G )  only  within  the  region 
below  200  Hz.  A  comparison  of  these  phase  noise  specifications  in  the  frequenev 
band  (0.G  Hz -75  Hz)  indicates  that  the  phase  noise  contribution  due  to  the 
'terminal  only"  must  be  12  dB  below  that  due  to  the  frequency  standard,  i.e.  , 
less  than  0.25  dB  additional  phase  noise  caused  by  the  "terminal  only."  A 
second  band  has  also  been  derived  in  the  same  manner  to  cover  the  frequonev 

J 


In  summary,  phase  noise  specifications  have  been  derived  for  terminal 
designs  which  do  not  include  a  frequency  standard  (as  in  Table  S-7  for  the 
upgraded  AN/MSC-4G).  To  meet  total  system  phase  noise  specifications, 
frequency  standards  must  be  chosen  that  satisfy  the  total  specification.  At 
this  time  a  complete  set  of  phase  noise  specifications  have  not  been  derived 
for  the  frequency  standard  independent  of  the  terminal  design.  Thus,  for  the 
present,  frequency  standards  are  best  evaluated  in  conjunction  with  a  specific 
terminal  design. 
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ANNEX 


NOTE  1: 

In  this  paper  the  term  Soft  Vitcrbi  decoding  represents  the  following  ^  ! 
of  operational  values. 

It  is  assumed  that  rate  1/2,  constraint  length  7,  convolutional  encoding  is 

preceded  by  a  differential  encoding  process  as  shown  in  Figure  2-1.  On  the 

receiver  side  it  is  assumed  that  soft  Yiterbi  (h-level)  decoding  is  performed 

and  then  followed  by  differential  decoding.  The  nominal  BFR  at  the  system 

-5 

output  is  assumed  to  be  10  required  an  energy  per  information  bit  /noise 

density  E  ^/N  =4.3  dB.  Due  to  the  rate  1/2  structure  of  the  encoding  process 

this  corresponds  to  an  energy  per  modulation  bit/noise  density  E  /N 

mb  o 

1.3  dB. 

NOTE  2: 

An  additional  degradation  factor^  ^  ^should  also  be  included  for  decision 
feedback  loops  since  the  phase  error  at  the  symbol  decision  point  causes  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  erroneous  symbol  decisions  which  directly  change  the 

2  rr 

loop  gain  by  (1  -  2P  sin  77  )  where  P  is  the  symbol  error  probability  and  M 
s  M  s 

is  the  type  of  PSK  modulation. 

Loop  corner  frequency  f^  as  defined  bv  Equations  (3-11)  through  (3-14-  is  pro¬ 
portional  to  the  square  root  of  loop  gain  and  therefore  f  should  be  modified  j>: 


For  small  values  of  P^  this  effect  on  the  corner  frequency  may  be  neglected. 
NOTE  3: 

It  is  assumed  that  the  B5400  crystal  would  eventually  be  phase-locked 
to  an  atomic  standard  to  prevent  long-term  frequency  drifts  of  the  crystal 

(>  A- 1 


oscillator.  However,  in  this  report  it  is  assumed  that  the  bandwidth  at  which 
the  crystal  is  phase-locked  to  the  atomic  standard  would  be  considerably 
smaller  {<  a  factor  of  10)  than  the  optimum  bandwidth  of  the  receiver  tracking 
loops.  I’nder  these  conditions  the  effects  of  phase  noise  in  the  atomic  standard 
may  be  neglected  as  in  the  curve  labelled  '’crystal  II"  of  Figure  4-7  Of  tours*  , 
the  analysis  in  this  report  could  easily  be  used  to  indicate  expected  performance 
should  the  appropriate  data  become  available. 
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APPENDIX  A  -  PARTIALLY  COHERENT  M-ARY 


PSK  DEMODULATION  LOSS  FUNCTIONS 


Tahir  A-l.  Performance  Comparison  of  Decision-?' ccflhack  and  Powe  r  Lo()| 
Implementations  for  Al-arv  PSK  Demodulation 
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In  Srction  3  of  this  report  we  have  shown  how  carrier  phase  estimation 
quality  (MSK)  could  be  described  in  terms  of  phase  error  variances  which  de¬ 
pend  upon  various  system  parameters  (e.g.,  E  ^  ,  r)^  ,  etc.  ». 

In  the  preceding  we  have  also  summarized  how  the  modulation  removal  Ins- 
factor  V  .  (required  in  the  calculation  of  phase  error  variance)  may  be  calculate; 

V 

for  matched  filter  power  loops  and  decision  feedback  loops.  It  remains,  how  - 
e\er,  to  indicate  how  these  phase  error  variances  may  be  translated  into  dr- 
moilulation  losses  from  ideal  performance.  In  [8]  it  is  shown  that  for  small 
demodulation  losses,  the  following  equation  will  provide  an  accurate  descrip¬ 
tion  of  M-ary  PSK  demodulation  loss  L  in  dB  versus  phase  error  \arianct  in 
radi:ms. 


1.  4 .  H  4  oJ  Jl  4  — log.,  M 

(  o 


™s(5)  t( 


w  he  re 


mb 
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energy  per  modulation  bit  noise  density  expressed  in  a  pure  number. 


For  BPSK  and  QPSK  this  result  simplifies  to: 
BPSK  iM 


L  \. ::  i  a 


■'  (■  -  ¥) 


(dB» 


\  A  - 


and  if  o  <  <  l  the  following  familiar  forms  result: 


BPSK  <M  2) 


QPSK  (M  A) 


1-  1.34  0"  (dB) 


2/  2Eb\ 

l  -;.:u  o  i  i  — -  I  (dBi 


Equations  *A-4)  through  (A-S)  will  provide  accurate  loss  estimates  when  th( 

2 

carrier  phase  estimation  error  variance  cr  is  of  sufficiently  small  magnitude. 

This  accuracy  limitation  occurs  because  the  preceding  equations  are  based 

upon  an  assumption  of  a  Gaussian  phase  error  density  as  being  an  accurate* 

characterization  of  the  phase  error  process  in  a  second  order  carrier  phase 

estimator.  Actually  it  is  known  from  [5]  that  even  for  a  first  order  simple 

2 

PEL,  the  Gaussian  assumption  is  only  valid  at  small  o'  values  (high  signal- 
to-noise-ratios)  and  that  a  Tikhonov  phase  error  density  is  exact  for  a  first 
order  loop  in  the  presence  of  AWGN  and  is  also  a  good  approximation  for  a 
second  order  loop.  The  Tikhonov  phase  error  density  is  given  by  the  following 


■))  exp  (ft  cos  v  )  /-7T^a 


<P\<  - 


i  A  -  9 ) 


where  o  is  the  PEL  signal -to-noise  ratio. 

Charles  Wolfson  has  assumed  that  a  modified  form  of  the  Tikhono\  density 
may  be  used  to  describe  the*  phase  error  process  in  various  power  loops  (i.e.  t 
modulation  removal  loops  such  as  squaring,  quadrupling)  to  derive  demodulation 
losses  for  BPSK  and  QPSK  systems.  This  modified  Tikhono\  phase  error 
density  is  given  by  the  following: 


p(M<P)  -  M  exp(a  cos(M<p))/27TI  (Or) 
M  o  M 


(A- 1 


where 


ip\  *  ir/M 


‘  >  _  9 

M~  a  a 
M 


and  M  is  the  maximum  number  of  signal  phases. 

Since  the  modified  Tikhonov  density  will  approach  a  Gaussian  density 
2 

for  small  rr  (large  a),  losses  based  upon  either  technique  are  in  good  agree¬ 
ment  when  demodulation  losses  are  small.  In  [8]  it  is  shown  that  results  based 
upon  the  Gaussian  approximation  are  accurate  to  within  0.01  dB  when 


and 


M  :  2 


(A-ll) 


L  <  0, 4  (dB)  M  -  4  (A-12 ) 

For  the  large  loss  case,  it  is  obvious  that  neither  the  Gaussian  nor 

modified  Tikhonov  density  will  accurately  describe  the  phase  error  process 

in  a  modulation  removal  PLL,  However,  it  is  believed  that  the  approximation 

based  upon  the  Tikhonov  density  will  provide  the  most  accurate  description  of 

demodulation  losses  currently  available.  Due  to  the  nature  of  the  analyses 

used  to  derive  demodulation  losses  in  [8]  and  [2,  7]  based,  respectively,  on  the 

Gaussian  or  Tikhonov  densities,  it  is  believed  that  the  former  will  provide 

2 

the  most  accurate  characterization  for  small  losses  (small  <j  )  while  the  latter 
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will  provide  the  most  accurate  characterization  for  large  losses  (large  rr  ). 
Therefore,  in  this  report  a  two  part  (large  and  small)  loss  approximation  is 
used  to  indicate  demodulation  performance. 

In  the  preceding  we  have  limited  our  discussion  of  demodulation  losses 
to  PSK  systems  which  are  unencoded.  To  access  the  impact  of  convolutional 
encoding  and  Viterbi  decoding  (as  described  in  Note  1  of  the  Annex  to  this 

report)  we  may  use  the  coder  functional  as  described  infl9]. 

* 

That  is; 


P  (coding}  =  ‘'const”  <J> 

e  * 


N  min 
o 


(A-13> 


whe  re 

d  10  is  the  minimum  free  distance  of  the  rate  1/2,  constraint  7 

min 

convolutional  code. 

Equation  (A- 13)  implies  that  the  net  effect  of  coding  is  to  increasing  the 

effective  signal-to-noise  ratio  by  10  log  d  in  the  error  function.  Thus  in 

min 

the  Gaussian  approximation  to  the  loss  function  (Equations  (A-4)  through  (A-*i)  the 

equivalent  losses  for  the  coded  case  mav  be  calculated  with  an  effective  E  N 

b  o 

(E,  N  )  -  E  N  *  10  dB. 

b  o  .  bo 
eff 

For  example,  when  using  the  Gaussian  approximation  and  the  system 
described  in  Note  1,  and  when  L  =  0.2  dB 


-  14.  9  dB  BPSK 


27.  H  dB  yPSK 


4>(\)  /  — —  exp(-t~  2)  dt 

V  2tt 

The  ’’const"  in  Equation  (A-13)  is  not  strictly  a  constant  with  respect  to 
E  'N  but  is  much  less  dependent  than  the  error  integral  4> . 


Results  using  the  Tikhonov  phase  error  density  as  described  above  and 
in  12!  arid  [7|  are  summarized  in  Figure  A-l. 

The  following  convention  has  been  adopted  when  plotting  all  of  the  (non- 
linear)  demodulation  loss  scales  shown  in  this  report: 

When  demodulation  losses  are  less  than  0.2  dB,  then  losses  are 

based  upon  the  Gaussian  approximation.  When  the  losses  are 

>  0.2  dB  then  losses  are  based  upon  the  Tikhonov  approximation. 

In  our  view  this  two  part  loss  functional  with  a  break  point  at  0.  2  dB 
represents  the  best  estimate  of  demodulation  losses  currently  for  the  coded  case. 

More  recently  in  [211,  loss  formulas  were  derived  which  indicate  that  the 
coded  QPSK  loss  functional  (both  large  and  small  loss  approximation)  used  in 
this  report  may  be  too  conservative.  However,  if  new  loss  functionals  are  in- 
deed  proved  to  be  more  accurate  than  those  used  here  (especially  for  QPSK), 
it  is  a  simple  matter  to  replot  the  loss  ordinates  of  the  demodulation  perform¬ 
ance  curves  of  this  report  since  the  remainder  of  the  analysis  will  remain 
affected. 
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SUPPRESSED  CARRIER  SYSTEMS 


-  UNCODED 

—  — - HARD  DECISION  DEMODULATION  (Q-21 

- SOFT  DECISION  DEMODULATION  <Q»S> 


Figure  A-l.  Comparison  of  Degradation  Incurred  for  Auxiliary  Car 
Suppressed  Carrier  BPSK  and  QPSK  Systems 
With  and  Without  Viterbi  Decoding 


APPENDIX  B-  VERIFICATION  OF  WORST  CASE  PHASE  NOISE  ASSUMPTION 


Verify  that  Equation  (6-5) 


rr  1  S.  '  S-l  / 
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(Sj  ^  s  >  1, 


(G-J) 


is  monotone  and  increasing  for  (Ks^Sj).  That  is  f(s)  1  f(s1)  when  1<  s  <  s^. 

That  f < s)  is  monotone  and  increasing  may  be  seen  from  the  positiveness  of 
the  derivative  of  <M(s)  (s ^  ^  s  >  1).  Now, 


so 
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Since  (s^-l)  >  (s-l)  when  (s^  ^  s  >  1) 


-  (£) 


>  0 


iB-3i 


and 


^•.f(s) 

^  c 


>  0 


i  H- 


Hence,  we  can  conclude  that  f(s)  <  ffs^)  for  l<s  <  s  . 


APPENDIX  C  -  EVALUATION  OF  INTEGRALS  ASSOCIATED 
WITH  PHASE  NOISE  INFLUENCE  ON  COHERENT  PSK  DEMODULATION 


This  appendix  presents  an  evaluation  of  the  integrals 

dx  ;  for  k  •-  0,  1,  2,  3,  I; 


(  -rh 


(U-l  , 


1  x 

o 

associated  with  phase  noise  influence  on  coherent  PSK  demodulation. 

Although  these  integrals  are  very  similar  for  all  k-values,  a  closed 
form  solution  can  only  be  obtained  for  even  k-values  using  complex  integration 
or  residue  calculus.  For  odd  k-values  we  must  settle  for  approximate 
integral  evaluations. 

C.l  EVEN  K-VALUES 

For  even  k-values,  i.e.,  k  =  0,  2,  4,  we  first  rewrite  as 
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while  for  k  2  or  4, 
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Since  the  integrands  of  all  four  integrals  are  even  functions,  we  can  evaluate  them 
over  the  interval  (-<»,  )  and  obtain  twice  their  values.  This  method  makes  it 

possible  to  determine  the  value  of  a  particular  integral  as  the  residue-  ol  its 
integrand.  Consequently,  these  integrals  are  also  available  in  tables  such  as 
those  published  by  [20],  from  which  we  directly  obtain 


and,  by  letting  a  -  0  in  Equations  (C-7)  and  (C-S), 
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Foro<<l,  e.g, f  o<0.1,  we  can  approximate 
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C. 2  ODD  K -VALUES 


For  odd  k -values,  i.e.,  k  =  1,  3,  we  must  settle  for  approximate 
evaluations  of  the  values  of  1^.  Since  we  desire  to  evaluate  1^  for  small 
o -values,  we  must  first  bound  the  integral 


IX 

7 


O  1  «  X 


(sin  o  x  y 

ax  ) 


dx 


(C-li?) 


C-3 


with  an  upper  bound 
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where  the  value  of  a  will  be  chosen  later  to  obtain  tight  bounds.  The  inequalities 
result  from  the  observations  that 
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Of  the  two  remaining  integral^  the  first  is  elementary  for  k  =  1,  3.  We 

have 
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The  other  integral  can  be  reduced  to  a  simpler  form  and  expressed  in  terms 
of  the  cosine  integral  cikx).  Since 


CD 

00  r 

1  /  sin*-  a  x  3-k  I 

~  /  -  dx  -  o  / 

or  J  G-k  j 


.  2 

sin  u 


6-k 


du 


(  C-2] 


a  x 


a  a  u 


ant^  using  repeated  partial  integration  with  j3  =  aa$ 


vX 

/ 


sin  u  1  sin  $  1 

~t~  du  s  7  '  #  ’ 


x 

1  sin  2  /j  2  J_  2  f  sin~ 

2  6  2  ~3  /  3 

3£2  P  -{j 


<Jl 


we  arrive  at 


<022. 


<x 

/ 


sin  u 


u 


.  1  .  sin  d  sin 28 

3  du"  I  1  0  ’  ’  -Tf  -  c‘ 


<C- 23  I 


where 


ci(2/3  ) 


oc 

-/ 

2d 


cos  u 


cc  k  2k 


du 


,c‘2" 


k- 1 
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If  we  choose  a  =  2.  5,  the  upper  and  lower  bound  for  ot  <  0. 1  will  be 
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Again,  with  a  =  2,  5,  the  upper  bound  is  within  2  percent  of  the  true  value  of 
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Table  D-4.  QPSK  Power  Loop  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase 
Noise  (2  Terminals)  (Logses-Soft  Decision  Viterbi  Rate 
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Table  D-5.  BPSK  Decision  Feedback  With  HT-MT  Mod 
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Table  D-6.  QPSK  Decision  Feedback  With  HT-Mt  Mod 
Phase  Noise  (3  Terminals)  (Losses-^oft  Decision 
Viterbi  Rate  1/2  Decoding  BER  =  lo"  ) 
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Table  D-7.  BPSK  Power  Loop  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase 
Noise  (3  Terminals)  (Losses-Soft  Decision  Viterbi  Rate 
1/2  Decoding  BER  =  10  ) 
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Table  D-8.  QPSK  Power  Loop  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase 
Noise  (3  Terminals)  (Logses-Soft  Decision  Viterbi  Rate 
1  -2  Decoding  BER  =  10  ) 
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Table  D-9.  Demodulation  Performance  -  BPSK,  Power  Loop, 
’’Cesium  II”  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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*  Information  bit  rate  =  \  *  modulation  bit  rate 
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Table  D-10.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Power  Loop, 
"Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3bit),  R=l/2,  K=7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  BER  10 
“Information  bit  rate  =  1/2  •  modulation  bit  rate. 


wt'M  r*  rc  t  I'AT^  A  TI  * 

a  l  nrT  T  -x'  "Mi  u : 

K-  -  A  l  j  V  OCK  o  r  ^ 

M/nOr  )  .  T  »'U 

d  i  one  tmpi  iMMiniK', 


PA*«P  f  r  4f  t  It: 

.  707107 

O  VIM 

"f 

P^_  u 

(  Mf'H  .  ^1TC/v  r  1 

l  “7  ) 

(1  -- 

*  .  7 

7*«  ^  o  a 

1  " 

-?1 

to  7  ?o  u  # 

l  7 

-?«- 

1 

-  p«- 

#  i  7  > 

-  M 

lQ<*#.nurri. 

-T7 

7U^1Prr- 

1  ^7P.  1  ^ 

-  7l 

f  F  vnn,  h  A  T  l  O' 

1  f  »c  <;  wc  .  r  >T  a 

►  mf 

i  T  OPT  {Mum 


«  /  T  'i  T  1 

(  T~  | 

{  D*.,  > 

f  !  *>  o  ?  1 

(  *  >v  -  V  *  l*«^) 

( r  A  {  *  *  ? 

-Tf.PUl] 

-?M  .  T  C*  g  C« 

W  H  >  •  *- 

-'<4. 34  34 

-?4#  t  O  Q 

1 

-3-*.  51  •'<* 

I  i  7? 

1  M  4 

-71,0^3; 

-  TO . 1 

7- 

-3S.  7  |4- 

-7T,  >ii"  *» 

1  T 

-  W,  p  )  ^  7 

.  34  .  T uuf' 

1 

--  3. 

-34. 7uP7 

<?•  c|riv^fTv  r- 1  ^  j  j  =  f '  .  />  o 

i  i  \  T  I  n*  iotctc  i’Mw»  r.M.cQ] 

APPPPt,  Ai/f  if  C  .  fc-F  •  <  tLornon  n-< 


1  nnb  i  Mt|  i  Ml  *iTM|n' 

r  A  VO  T  • 

r.  i  AMOJ:  .7^7107 

DukJ 

•  I 

(  f  C.C,  (  T  ‘  T  1 

1  .'tc,  n 

i  von ,  -> t  t  f /c ► r ) 

( -  7  i 

1  •>«  1 

<  -) 

1 Q7rr  , 

►  ,  7  v  c 

#  /I  ♦  f.  r 

.  )  l^> 

7*  « " 0  . 

1^/7- 

Jo-’-t  ♦ 

^  4  U 

TO  7Po  o  # 

1  7.‘  34 

.  ]  ►  ♦  r m 

fl-n- 

}  p  70  O  0  0  # 

)  -4.  ?•»* 

.  )'*  >?> 

.  4-4  )  * 

6  g  )  ^  ?  r.  r  # 

tot-,  77v 

.  -r  | 

.  7i 

|QOkn«rnf 

O  h.  ^  .  4  ^  > 

.^‘Inr-ni 

.  1  4  *-  4*  - 

7H^t  TPo  f,  # 

I  777,  7 

.4  A  0,1  -  O  | 

#  V  ^  /•  A»  * 

D-10 


Table  D-ll.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Decision  Feedback, 
’’Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bit),  R=l/2,  K=7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  BER  =  10 
♦Information  bit  rate  =  1/2  •  modulation  bit  rate. 
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Table  D-12.  Demodulation  Performance  -  BPSK,  Power  Loop, 
"Cesium  II’  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-13.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Power  Loop, 
"Cesium  II'  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-14.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Decision  Feedback, 
"Cesium  II”  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-15.  Demodulation  Performance  -  BPSK,  Power  Loop, 
"Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-16.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Powei 
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Table  D-17.  Demodulation  Performance  -  QPSK,  Decision  Feedback, 
"Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 


|Loaaaa  -  Soft  Dedaloo  (3  bit),  R«J,  k=7,  Vlterbl  Decoding  @  BER*10-5l 
•  Information  bit  rate  *  4  •  modulation  bit  rate 


Phflcf  \/  A  6  J  a  •  f  r  c,  \/  c  .  nm  &  t  *  * 
f\  T  OPT!*''*4  'Ml  (MPT1*: 

»'-fpy  p£;<  %•  r  u 

F */►'*  =  l.i 

HFC  !«]<>■  ff  hiPAr-  TMD|  f  Mi  "TMUH 


pamp t ►.r.  p  f  c if\u  = 

.7*7107 

DmO 

{ *nr .  pitc/^d 

(‘-71 

Ar  ITh) 

Uh-  y  |  Df,  l 

r  r»  a.ujreo? 

1  g?or  . 

Pa7?l 

-7>.04cn 

-77.?  776 

-77. *047 

7f.Aoo . 

S ,  <+•*? 

-  V.  -<*f  7 

-40.  ?|CC 

-11.  7  7  c  " 

707/>on  . 

!*>.  n  - 

-<*|  .  *70* 

-7?.7*aDU 

] ??QQno  . 

64.14* 

-7  1  .64>1 

-47. 

-1?.0 1 1 o 

uQISPon. 

1  1  .  o  -  1 

-  7  ]  .  g77q 

-46 .17^1 

1  Q^^riflon . 

1 

o 

V 

a 

S' 

I 

6 

f 

7*64  7?on  . 

1  711  .M*  1 

—  4*}  .  $  ?  74 

-17.] 1-7 

pF  wini  if  a  T  7  Of 

i  nc;  wc  #  mm 't 

A  Tf 

AT  OPTIMUM  c.  *  a.p.,1  l  r  T  : 

cra.QlTTwlTv  r,ip( 

('»*-»  - 

1  r.or 

r  CMOOI  ii  A  T  1  p*  1  nc,c;t 

C  1  (C  1  a|f. 

f.  A  li  ^  ]  ft  fg 

APPOpjr  . 

tov  ArriiL/> 

T  F  ^  Ht>  ►  1 

<  .  6  ( t  n  n  n  r  i  r>4 

OF  r  T  c  T  o* 

1  F  F  F  ( iP  A  F  ► 

f  »*P|  f  ,*(■  ■ 

'T  A  T  f  (,a 

n**p|Mr, 

F  A r T  06  = 

^7)0/ 

OMP 

.  f 

1  Oc  c  ( TOT  ) 

1  ocs.  (  T-) 

f  MOP.  M  I  T  C/CF  f  > 

t  *-  y  > 

f  PP  ) 

i'J*) 

1 o?nn. 

?.  7?1 

-0  1 

. P?W4^ -n i 

7*%P*o  . 

c  .6*? 

.  6?4S>  -0  ) 

.  1  )S6f  -0  ) 
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.7r-V  -01 
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1 ??QBO0 . 
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-m 
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.  77  70F  -0 1 

-fi ? 

1  g*  pohoo  . 
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Table  D-18.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation,  Inc. 

BPSK  With  Modified  HT-MT  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

(Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bit),  R  1/2,  K  =  7.  Vlterbl  Decoding  st  BER  10'5( 


LOOP  PAN  LW  I  I  TH  AND  1 H  F  C  C>  L*  SP  ON  L  I  NO 
PHASE  NOIS*  UAMANC* 

CSCILLA10P  SPFCThAL  CHAP ACTEP 1 £1  I CS 

He*  1.26E-10  pAD/H?  HI*  0  I AL 

H  2  =  .01  PA  H3«  .2  PA D*H?»2 

P - Ah Y  PSK  M*  2  FP/N0«  1.3  Dp 

MOD.  BIT  RATE  *  BW  (MF)  PH-VAM10T)  FH-VAM7H)  FH- VAMPN) 

P/S  HZ  DP  DP  DE 


1204 

175 

-0.28419 

-6 .2921  5 

-35.6566 

4800 

175 

-14.281 

-14.3127 

-35.655? 

1  9200 

175 

-20.2072 

-20.3333 

-35.6408 

7  6800 

175 

-25.864 

-26.3539 

-35.5034 

307200 

I  ?5 

-30. 6057 

-32.3745 

-35.3612 

1228800 

175 

-33.0546 

-38.3951 

-34.57  1  1 

491 5200 

175 

-32.093R 

-44 .4 1 57 

-32.356 

1 9660800 

1  75 

-PH .1035 

-50.4363 

-28 .2096 

7  8643200 

175 

-22.8163 

-56. 4669 

-22.018? 

CODING  SENS  I V 1 1 Y  GAIN*  10 

DP 

DEPODULA1 I  ON 

LOSSES  USING 

GAUSSIAN 

AFPFvQX  APE  ACCUPATF  WHFN< 

•116469  DE 

MOD.  BIT  RATE  * 

LOSS(  TOl  ) 

LOSS(  1H  ) 

Tikhonov 

Approx. 

(E/S) 

<  DP) 

<  Dh) 

Los 8  (ton 

Loss  (Th> 

(dBi 

(dB> 

1200 

1 .93446 

•643094 

>6 

>6 

4800 

. 243479 

.160774 

1.65 

1.65 

19200 

4.66991 t-2 

4.01934E-? 

<.l 

<,  1 

76800 

1 • 1641SL-2 

1 • 004B3F-2 

307200 

3.RI93E-3 

2.51P09E-3 

1228600 

2. 157 19F-3 

6.28022F-4 

4915200 

2.70216E-3 

l  .5700SF-4 

19660800 

6.72897* -3 

3.925I4F-6 

78643200 

2. 4291 8F -2 

9.81P84E-6 

Information  bit  rate  =  {  •  modulation  bit  rate 


Table  D-19.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 
BPSK  With  Modified  HT-MT  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  +  1 
Equivalent  Satellite)  (Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bit),  R  =  1/2, 
K  =  7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  BER  =  10  ) 


LOOK  LAN  LW I  LI H  AN  L 
F  H  ASF  NOISE  LAMANCh 

OSC I  LI  A T  OF  SEECTEAL  CHAPAC 
H0*  1.09F-10  PAL/H7. 

Hg«  .015  h  A  L*  H  7 

P-AFY  FSK  P*  2 

MOD.  BIT  RATE  *  BW  (MF) 

P/S  H  7 


12?? 

175 

48?? 

175 

1  920? 

175 

76800 

17  5 

3?7  2?? 

175 

122880? 

175 

491520? 

175 

19660600 

1  7  S 

78643200 

175 

CCIING  SENSIV1TY  GAIN*  10 
DEMODULATION  LOSSES  USING 
APFFOK  APE  ACCURATE  W H EN< 


1HF  CCPFESFONLING 


1  ERISTICS 

HI*  0  FAL 
H  3*  -3  HAL*H7t? 


FP/N0*  1.3 

DP 

FH-UAF<  TOT ) 

PH-  VAM  TH 

DF 

LP 

-8.28022 

-8.2921 5 

-  14.2652 

-14.3127 

-20. 1455 

-20.3333 

-25. 6384 

-26.3539 

-29.934 

-32 .37  45 

-31 .7504 

-38.3951 

-30.4185 

-44.41 57 

-26.4312 

-50.4363 

-21 .056 

-56.4569 

Uf 

GAUSSIAN 

.116469  DP 

FH -  OAF (  F  N) 
CP 


-33.8979 

-  3  3  .8  9  4  3 
-33.6798 

-  33  .8225 

-33.6002 

-32.6101 
-30*5951 
-26.44b5 
-21  .?57  3 


MOD.  BIT  RATE  * 
(P/S) 


LOSS(TOT) 
<  DP ) 


LCSS(TH) 

<  DP> 


Tikhonov 
Loss  (tot) 


Approx. 
Loss  (Th) 


1  2?P 
480? 

I  9200 
7  88?? 

3?7 200 
1 2288?? 
491 5200 
198808?? 
788432?? 


I .9374} 

. 244884 

4.74448E-2 
| •P2848F-P 
4.46681 t-3 
2.926521 -3 
3.98954* -3 
.010174 
.037832 


. 643094  >6 

.|6?774  1.65 

4.01934E-P  <.l 

1.00483P-? 

2 • 5 1 2?9F -  3 
6.20022K-4 
I .57P05E-4 
3.9?514*-5 
9.812641-6 


>6 
1.65 
<.  1 


Information  bit  rate  ~  J  *  modulation  bit  rate 


Table  D-20.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 

BPSK  with  "Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bit},  R  ■  1/2,  K  ■  7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  BLR  «  10  ^ 


PHA<;f  VA&IANCFS  V^.  0  A  T  A  PATF  * 

M-APV  P5*  Mr  ? 

F  R /MO r  1,3  HR 

POwF-3  LOOP  1  mplfmF  NT  at  ]  ON 

DAMPING  TACT0P=  .707107 


PHB 

Bl 

PH-VAP ( TOT  > 

PH. vAP ( TH) 

PH- y/AP  (  PN  ) 

mn.  rit«;/sfC) 

(H7i 

(0B-PAD*#?  > 

(OR-PAQ**?) 

(OB-PAO««? 

1200. 

17S.000 

-8.277? 

-8 . 292? 

-32.9209 

4 BO  0  * 

175.000 

-14. 2495 

-14.3128 

-32.646? 

1 920  0  • 

175.000 

-20.07J4 

-20.3334 

-32.3945 

76R00. 

175.000 

-P5.2754 

-26.3540 

-31.8531 

307200. 

1 75.000 

-28.5923 

-32.3745 

-30.9474 

1 22880  0 • 

175.000 

-30.0330 

-38.395? 

-30.7174 

4915200. 

175.000 

-30.5170 

-44 ,4157 

-30.6977 

19460800. 

175.000 

-30.6504 

-50.4363 

-30.6943 

DEMODULATION  loss  vs.  data  patf 


MlNlMUM-FPCF  OISTANlCF  OF  C0DF=10.0 
DFMODttL  AT  10k*  L  OSSF  ^  USING  GAIKS  I  AN 
APPPOX.  APF  ACCUPATF  WHFN  <  .116469  DM 


TIKHONOV 

APPPOX . 

PNR 

LO«;S  (TOT  ) 

LOSS(TH) 

1  OSS ( TOT ) 

L  OSS ( TMi 

'On,  RITS/<;FC) 

<H7) 

(OP) 

(08) 

<D«) 

(OR) 

l?no. 

1  7=,.  000 

•  20 36F  *01 

•  2024F  *01 

>6. 

>6. 

•.80  0  . 

lTs.oon 

•  ?5?0F  *00 

•  2471F  *00 

l.*9 

1  .55 

19200. 

ITS.oon 

.4070F-O1 

.4559F-01 

<  •  1 

<.l 

76800. 

17S.0OO 

.1343F-0) 

.1039F-01 

<.l 

<.l 

307200. 

17S.O00 

.6122E-0? 

.2533F-0? 

<.l 

<.l 

1228800. 

17S.OOO 

.4369F-0? 

.6?93f -03 

<.l 

<.  1 

4915200. 

) 7S.000 

.3902F-02 

.I57IF-03 

<.  1 

< .  1 

19660800. 

1 7S.OOO 

• 3783F -0? 

.3926F-04 

<.l 

<.l 

*  Information  bit  rate  =  1/2  •  modulation  bit  rate 


I 


Table  1)-21.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 
BPSK  with  ’’Cesium  IT”  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bit),  R  •  12,  K  -  7,  Viterbi  DecodiQR  at  BLR  *  10 
PHA^F  VAPl**CF5  VS.  OATA  04  Tf  * 


y./lOy  Pc;n  i*=  ? 


F  M/^Or  1,3  r*R 

P0*F  e  LOOP  TMPLFMFNJT  AT  ION 

PAmpTnS  FACT 0°  =  .70^107 


PMR  PL 

(H0O.  pits/cEM  (H71 


Ph-vAP(TOT)  PH-VAP(TH)  PH-VAP(PN) 

(DB-pao**?)  (ne-»Ao#«?)  <ob-pad*#?> 


l?oo. 

4«on. 

19200. 

76800. 

307?00. 

1228R0O, 
4915200. 
1 9660*00  . 


17S.OOO  -8.2697 
1  75.000  -14,2180 
1 7S .  0  0  0  -19.9494 
175.000  -24.5201 
175.000  -27.4778 
175.000  -28.4793 
175.000  -28.8085 
175.000  -28.894* 


-8.292? 

>31 . 1S0Q 

-14.3128 

-30.876? 

-20.3334 

-30.6276 

-26.3540 

-30.0845 

-32.3745 

-29.1773 

-38.395? 

-2«.9464 

-44.4157 

-28 . 92*6 

-50.4363 

-2R.92S? 

DfunnnLATTO  iOS9  v^. 


DATA  PATE 


Ml ni mhm-FOFF  0  I  8  T  A  nC  F  of  CODF  =  10.0 
OF  MOOUL  4  T  I  On  109SFS  USING  GApSSlAN 
APPPOX.  APf  AfCUPATf  *HEN  <  .11*469  0« 


TIKHONOV  APPPOX. 


PUP 

«l 

LOSS(TOT) 

(MOO.  °IT5/SfC) 

(»7 ) 

(HR) 

1200. 

1 79,000 

.  ?f>4?F  ♦  0  1 

4800  . 

1 75.000 

• 254SE ♦ 00 

19200. 

1 75,000 

.5040F-01 

76800  . 

1 75.000 

. I499f -01 

307200. 

1 75.000 

.79S8F-0? 

1228800. 

1 75.000 

. 6?86F -0? 

4915200. 

1 75.000 

.5823F -0? 

] 9660800 . 

1 75,000 

. 57  0  3F -0  ? 

*  Information  bit  rate 

l  j  •  modulation  bit  rate 

L056  I  TH) 

l nss(TQT) 

l OSS (Th) 

(D«) 

(OP) 

(OP) 

.20246  *01 

>6  . 

>6  . 

.24716*00 

1 .76 

1  .85 

.45596-01 

<.  1 

<.) 

.10396-01 

<•1 

<.l 

.25336-0? 

<  .  1 

<.l 

.62936 -03 

<•1 

<•  1 

.15716 -03 

<  .  1 

<.l 

. 39266-04 

<.l 

<  •  1 
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Table  D-22,  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 
BPSK  With  "Crystal  11"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1 
Equivalent  Satellite) 

{Lossi  ;,  -  Soft  Decision  (3  bill,  H  -  1  J#  K  •  7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  BKH  -  10 


pMfiCf  y/AWiA^c^S  v^.  DATA  paTF  * 

H-A^Y  PS*  ? 

F  8 /N^  r  1.3  PR 

POwFo  t  OOP  JMPLFMFKJT  at  IOn 

DAMPJMG  FACTQP=  .70710? 


PMR 

RL 

PH-VAP  <  TOT ) 

PM- V AP (Th) 

PH-VAP ( PN ) 

(MOO.  R I T S/^E r  ) 

(H7) 

(DR-PAD**?! 

(OfUQAD**?) 

(06-PAD**?) 

l?on. 

!  7=,.oon 

-8 . ?9  0  ? 

-8.?9?? 

-M  .«.8?o 

4800  . 

175. oon 

-18.30?8 

-18.31?B 

-40.5349 

1 9?0  0 . 

1 Ts.onp 

-?0  . ?775 

-?0 .3338 

- 39.2157 

78800. 

175.000 

-?f • 000  1 

-?6. 3580 

-37.0660 

30  7?0  0 • 

175.000 

•30.3307 

-3?. 3785 

-34.5860 

1 ??88on . 

1 75.000 

•3?. 7081 

-38. 395? 

-34 • 07 1 6 

891S?00. 

175.000 

-33.6890 

-88.8157 

-34.029? 

1 9*80800 . 

175. ono 

- 33 . 9?8  1 

-50.8363 

-34.026? 

OUL  ATTO  l  OSS 

V5.  DATA  DATE 

mimmmm.FPFP  DISTANCE  or  CODE  =  10.0 
DFmODiil  ATIOk'  LOSSES  USING  GAUSSIAN 
Apppoif.  APf  ACCUPATE  WHEN  <  ,1)6869  QH 


TIKHONOV  APPPOi. 


QMP 

PL 

l  0*S (TOT) 

LOSS(Th) 

LOSS(TOT) 

LOSS ( T"> 

(MOO.  PITS /FED 

(H?) 

(OR) 

(DR) 

(DR) 

t  DR  ) 

1?00. 

1 7S.000 

.?0?5E*01 

•  ?0?8E  *01 

>8. 

>8  . 

8800. 

1 75.000 

•  ?8  79E ♦ 00 

•?871E^00 

1  .57 

l.PS 

1 9?  0  0 . 

1 75.000 

• 88?5F -01 

.8559E-01 

<.  1 

<.l 

78*00 . 

175.000 

.mof-oi 

•  1  0  39f -0 1 

<.l 

<.l 

30  7?0O  . 

1 75.000 

.8076E-0? 

• ?533E -0? 

<  •  1 

<  .  1 

1 ??8800 . 

1 75.000 

• ?386E -0? 

• 6?93E -03 

<  •  1 

<.l 

8915?00. 

1 75.000 

.18R5E-0? 

•  1 57 1 F -0  3 

<.l 

<.l 

1 ^880800 . 

175.000 

.1787F-0? 

•  39?6f -08 

<.  1 

<.l 

•  Information  bit  rate  =  1  f2  «  modulation  bit  rate 
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Table  D-23.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 
BPSK  with  "Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1 
Equivalent  Satellite! 


{fusses  -  Soft  lk*cii>ioG  (3  bill,  R  •  1  li,  K  ■  7»  Yiterbi  Decoding  at  BF  H  »  lo 


PH&C.F  VS.  DATA  PATF* 


M.Akr  PS*  **-  ? 


?  P/NO  =  l  .  7  OR 


poypo  LOOP  TMP^f  Mf  \|  T  A  T  TO* 


DAMPING  FACTOPs  .707107 


Pmp  PL 

(won,  PlTS/sfC)  <M?> 


pH. v AP ( TOT  * 

<np-oA0«»?i 


PH-VftO ( TH) 
IDB-&AD**?) 


PH-VAP ( PN ) 
<OB-»AO##? 


i?oo. 

4800  . 
1  9? 0  0  . 
78800. 
707200. 
I 228800. 
4915200. 
1 948080  0 , 


1 78.000 
1  76.000 
1  76.000 
176.000 
17S.OOO 
175.000 
175.000 
1 75.000 


-8.289? 

-l4.?97? 
-20.2998 
-?6 . 8  330 
-29.579? 
-31 • 3^54 
-3?. 0003 
-3?. 1883 


-8 . ?9?? 
-14.3128 
-20.3334 
-26. 3540 
-32.3745 
-38.395? 

-44.4167 

-60.4363 


-39.9120 

-38.7699 

-37.4509 

-36.3008 

-32.6167 

-32.2996 

-32.2567 

-32.2538 


pfunniil  AT  10»'  1086  VS.  DATA  PATf 


m  In  Imj  im-FPFF  DlSTANff  OF  CODF  =  1  0 . 0 

Of MODnt ATI06  l OSSF 5  USING 

GAPS SJ AN 

APPonr.  APf  ACO/PATF  *MfN 

<  .11 6469  pH 

DMP 

«L 

l  CKS  (  TOT  ) 

(MOP.  RJTS/Sfn 

(  «7  ) 

(OP) 

1200. 

17S.000 

.  ?P?6F  *01 

4800. 

1 7S.0OO 

.?4R3f *00 

19200. 

)  7s.ono 

.46S8F -01 

76800 . 

l 7s.ono 

.11 76F -01 

307?on . 

1  7s.pon 

.4P58F-02 

1228800. 

1 7s.0ftn 

.  32 1 8f - 02 

4916200 . 

1 7S.000 

.2763f -02 

1 9660800 . 

i 7s.ooo 

. ?64Sf -02 

TIKHONOV  APPPO*. 


mss  (  th) 

t  oi6S  (  TOT  > 

1086  <  T 

(OP  I 

(0«) 

(DP ) 

.20?8F#0 1 

>6  . 

>6. 

.2471F  *00 

1  .*9 

1.85 

.4559? -0 1 

<.l 

< .  1 

.1039? -01 

<  •  1 

<.  1 

.2533F-0? 

<.l 

<.I 

.6293F -03 

<.l 

<.l 

.  2  5718-03 

<  •  ) 

<.  1 

. 3926F - 04 

<  •  1 

< .  \ 

Information  bit  raU-  -  \  2  •  mocfula Uoo  bit  ratr 


Tabic*  D-24.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Radiation  Inc. 
BPSK  with  ’’Cesium  IT  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1 
Equivalent  Satellite),  PLL  Damping  £  1.0 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  (M  bill,  H  ■  1  2 ,  K  ■  7,  Viterbi  Decoding  at  HI  H  ■  lu 
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Table  D-2G.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDM  A  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Tabic  D-27.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  With  ’’Cesium  II” Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 

{Losses  -  Soft  Decision  <3  bit),  R=  { ,  K=7,  Viterbi  Decoding  £  BER=l(T5( 
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Table  D-28.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  With  ’Cesium  Il"Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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{  Losses  -  Soft  DeciaJon  /3  bit),  K-7,  Viterbl  Decoding  f  BERMCf 
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Table  D-29.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDN1A  With  "Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 


PhACP  w  A  l  T  ft  ’  I  l  c  VI  * 


m_^Py  PC“  •  *  r  u 

* H /nOr  1  .  4  '  ~ 

ft  i  l¥  T  ||  T  ft  C.  v  r^LulM.  '  v  C  t  t 


thu/i  nn 

Tv  F ft r  T  o . 

.  c.  n  ]  **  o  o 

njuDT^r. 

c  A  r  T  r>o  = 

.  7  •  M  f.  / 

Dwu 

►*1 

►  -  -  '  VHilT) 

(Mnn,  o | t c  /err ) 

<  -7  \ 

f  nu.  j  ?  > 

1  o  7  o  o  o  , 

I  °  n  %  p  n  A 

->  .  1  ^  7<* 

]  ppfl  Cl  on  , 

\  n  n  #  o  n  n 

-1  ?.  1  P  ■"•  7 

U  Q  ]  C.  o  % 

c 

c 

c 

- } 7.VPP4 

|Q^»«nBAnt 

i r*  n  %  n  n  n 

-?\l 

7a*^T?rn, 

1  iP»nnn 

-?*-  .0^7] 

7 1 7pan,  # 

y  A  n ,  n  n  n 

0 

op  wnr  i  >f  &  j  j  r>»  • 

j  nr  c 

''c.  rn« 

»  i.  TF 

CT*ic  J  T  T  w  T  T  v  r.  a  1  •  - 

1  r  .  f )  f 

PFMoniu  a  t  t  n*.  ,  ocu  c  i,q|w. 

r.  r  i 

iCt  T  AVi 

tPPD^y.  ftCf  trri'OATf  .U(  • 

< 

#  .*  M  f)  *,  "■ 

r<  fl  M  D  T  * 1  r«  ►  ft  f*  1  '>L  s 

,7-71,17 

DM- 

1 

l  f  cq  [  Ti  T  ) 

( #  p  j  r  c.  /cp  r  j 

(•<**») 

{  "-M 

l'7D,  ft  .»/» 

,  ?U  4-if  »p; 

] ??qpnn4 

1  n  r  #  n  n  » , 

. 7^1 ►  »ni 

<*Ql^?Ph, 

l  >inf  nr'1 

•  1  u<*4t  ♦  n  i 

|  Qf,^n  pnr, 

1  .«  n  #  o  A  *' 

.  ♦  •)(> 

Vfin, 

t  r. . ,  .  n  ■»  -■» 

♦on 

3 1 4S7Pano  # 

i  i-n.fifin 

#  ] ^  ,nn 

|Th) 

( Hm -U  fi |  i  • »  ? ) 


— b  •  1  7 **? 

-?4#  ?3*n 

-30  • 

-3*.?77? 


(  PC.C,  |Tm) 
f  f>H  ) 

. Pnhrf ♦ np 

•  71 1 3f  *o? 

.  t  ♦ n  ) 

.<♦*-  /nf  ♦no 

.  l  i  <•<*»•  ♦  no 

•  -0  ) 


OH- VAP  (  OK'  ) 

( OR- Q A P *  * P ) 


-■*n.?97i 

-P9.R338 

-?9.778<* 

-?9.77?) 

-?9.77l* 

-?^77]1 


•  Information  bit  rate  =  j  *  modulation  bit  rate 


|  Loaaes  -  Soft  Declalon  (3  bit),  R»i,  K-7,  Vttorbl  Decodlt*  f  BER-10*S| 


Table  D-30.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  With  "Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-31.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  With  ’’Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-32.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDM  A  With  "Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent 
Satellite) 
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Table  D-33.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  With  "Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-34.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  With  "Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent 
Satellite) 
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Table  D-35.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-36.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK  TDMA 
With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite  i 
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Table  D*37.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-3&.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK  TDMA 
With  HT-MT  Mod  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-39,  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  with  "Cesium. IT'  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-40.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK  TDMA  with 
"Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 
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Table  D-41.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  with  "Cesium  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-43.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  BPSK 
TDMA  with  "Crystal  HM  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-45.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK 
TDMA  with  "Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals) 
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Table  D-46.  Demodulation  Performance  -  Raytheon  Inc.  QPSK  TDMA  with 
"Crystal  II"  Phase  Noise  (2  Terminals  and  1  Equivalent  Satellite) 


Phase  Variances  vs.  Data  Rate* 
at  Optimum  PLL  Bandwidth: 
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